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arguing about 
the existence 
race, there are three 
main things A »_ that people 
un argue 


1 


* 


majority view - what do “the experts” actually think about 


2. Heterozygosity - is there enough variation within homo sapiens for there to be 


subspecies? 


3. Clusteredness - if so, does this variation clump up into discrete subspecies? 


And so, in this post we will go over all three of these topics. More specific objections 
are dealt with in articles that can be found within the following articles. 


MAJORITY VIEW 


Theoretically we should not be concerned with what the majority of experts think 
about a topic, we should simply be able to rely purely on our own evaluation of “the 
facts” . 


But in reality nobody has enough time for that, and they use expert opinion on various 
topics as a heuristic for the correct position on that topic. And one common argument 
against race is that the experts recognize that race does not exist. 


The problem is that there is no such consensus. There has not been a comprehensive 
survey on this, but we have found data that was used get a rough idea of what 
biologists and anthropologists believe about race: 


Morning 2008 

Ann Morning looked at the usage of race in the 80 most commonly used high school 
biology textbooks from 1952—2002. While not as good as a survey of biologists, it 
gives us a rough indication of the trend in biology: 


Non- medical description of 


Year race Medical description of race 
1952-1962 90% 0% 

1963-1972 60% 15% 

1973-1982 59% 5996 

1983-1992 21% 46% 


9|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


1993-2002 42% 93% 
And so, we see a steep decline in the use of race, reaching a low point in 1983-1992, 


but an increase from 1992-2002, including an enormous increase in medical 
descriptions. 


Lieberman 2004 


In 2004 Leonard Lieberman reviewed several surveys of anthropologists in North 
America and Europe, and found that 31% of anthropologists in North America 
recognized race, while 43% in Europe recognized race: 


Location Recognizes Race Denies Race 
North America 31% 69% 
Europe 43% 53% 


Kaszycka 2009 
In 2009 Katarzyna Kaszycka surveyed physical anthropologists in Eastern and 
Western Europe, and divided the results up by age group: 


Age 21-35 Races exist Race don’ t exist % Recognizes race 
East 13 1 92.9% 

West 5 10 33.396 

Age 36-55 

East 11 11 50% 

West 11 24 31.4% 

56+ 

East 18 6 75% 

West 5 8 38.4696 


Kaszycka shows an important split between Western Europe and Eastern Europe. This 
is an important clue as to how, where and why race denial emerged. 


In 2001, Sun and Strkalj looked at 779 articles in “Acta Anthropologica Sinica” , 
China' s only biological anthropological journal. They were able to get 74 of the 78 


issues that existed from 1982 to 2001. In it they found that 324 articles dealt with 
human variation. They described their results: 


"When we applied Cartmill s approach to the Chinese sample we found that all of the 
articles used the race concept and none of them questioned its value. Since these 
active researchers are also members of the teaching staffs at various educational 
institutions, it is very likely that this attitude will be transmitted to the next generation 
of Chinese scientists." 


Of course, it is possible that the views of the Chinese have changed since then. But 
there is no reason to think that they have. So, the only place to have any evidence of a 
consensus on race at some point is in China, and it is that race exists. 


The best info on what “experts” believe on the existence of race comes from 
anthropologists. And all of these only deal with physical anthropologists. But what 
about biologists and geneticists? 


Well I don’ t know of any recent data on biologists’ views on race, 

however Lieberman 1992 looked at biology textbooks and surveyed college professors 
and graduates with BAs, MAs and AAs. 

First we can look at the textbooks: 


Biology Textbooks: 
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Position 1936-1964 1965-1974 1975-1983 
Accepted Race 17 18 11 

Neutral O 11 8 

Denied Race 0 Z 2 


Physical Anthropology Textbooks: 


Position 1936-1964 1965-1974 1975-1983 
Accepted Race 9 11 7 

Neutral 1 8 13 

Denied Race 3 4 13 


And so, the trend to race denial in the textbooks was much more pronounced in 
Physical Anthropology than in Biology. 


Next we can look at Biologists and Physical Anthropologists with varying degrees of 
education: 


Physical 
Credential Position Biologist Anthropologist 
Ph.D. Agree 73% (108) 50% (73) 
Neutral 15% (22) 7% (11) 
Disagree 22% (17) 42% (63) 
B.A. / M.A. Agree 66% (73) 54% (66) 
Neutral 18% (20) 8% (10) 
Disagree 16% (18) 38% (47) 
A.A. Agree 70% (108) 44% (42) 
Neutral 10% (15) 15% (14) 
Disagree 20% (31) 41% (39) 
All Agree 70% (289) 49% (181) 
Neutral 14% (57) 10% (35) 
Disagree 16% (66) 41% (149) 


And what we see is that, at all levels of education, Biologists are more likely to 
recognize race than Physical Anthropologists. At the PhD level, in 1983-1984, 
Biologists were 1.46 times more likely to accept race. 


It is always hazardous to extrapolate too much into the future toward the present, but 
there is no reason to believe that Biologists are all on board the race denial train today 
when Physical Anthropologists are not even all on board today. 


Regarding Geneticists, I don’ t know of any scientific survey. But I do know of multiple 
genetics papers lamenting the return of “the race concept” in genetics: 


2006 - “Straw Men and Their Followers: The return of biological race” 


"Until Armand Marie Leroi’ s New York Times Op-Ed of March 14, 2005, it is 
unlikely that many Americans, even among the daily readers of the paper, knew that 
we are living in the midst of a raging debate over the existence of human races. This 
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debate is occurring among and between a variety of researchers in genetics and social 
scientists from a range of disciplines. A number of evolutionary biologists, geneticists, 
biological anthropologists and medical researchers have recently challenged the view 
put forth by other scientists and social scientists that ‘Race is only social concept, not 
a scientific one.’ ” 


2007 - “Genes, genomes and genealogies: the return of scientific racism?" 
2009 - “Return of the race myth?” 


2012 - “The Return of Biological Race? Regulating Innovations in Race and 
Genetics Through Administrative Agency Race Impact Assessments” 


2014 - “The Uncanny Return of the Race Concept” 

“The aim of this Hypothesis and Theory is to question the recently increasing use of 
the “race” concept in contemporary genetic, psychiatric, neuroscience as well as 
social studies.” 


2015 - “Great Is Their Sin: Biological Determinism in the Age of Genomics" 
And there are certainly many more, this is just what I found with a google search and 
going to page two. 


Obviously it would be better to have proper surveys of geneticists, but the winds seem 
to be blowing in the direction of race recognition. More evidence of this will be shown 
in cluster analyses. 


While the survey and textbook data is a bit spotty and / or dated, and for the 
geneticists we only have subjective analyses about trends in the field - it is enough to 
where we can say that this “consensus” on race denial simply does not exist, or in 
the case for geneticists there is certainly no evidence of a consensus or a trend against 
race. 


The point here is not to appeal to a consensus to say that race exists, but to remove 
this appeal to authority as a line of argument so that we can move onto the evidence 
itself. 


And the disagreement among the “experts” on race is evidence of another thing: 
these experts probably don’ t spend a whole lot of time researching race. Remember 
in the Chinese journal - 59% of the biological anthropology articles were NOT about 
race. Biology and general anthropology it could be even higher. 


HETEROZYGOSITY 


One popular argument used against the possibility of races in humans is that “humans 
are 99.9% the same” . This claim was first made by Craig Venter in 2000. However, 
in 2007, Venter did another analysis which showed that only around 99.5% of human 
chromosomal DNA is the same between two random individuals. Despite this, it is still 
a popular talking point among race deniers than “humans are 99.9% the same” . 
Keep in mind that humans and chimpanzees, on this scale, are 98.7% the same and 


98.4% the same as gorillas. 
Michael Woodley 2009 - Is Homo Sapiens Polytypic compared the heterozygosity 
in humans to other species with wide ranges. Heterozygosity is simply the probability 
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that, at any given gene location, two organisms of that species will have a different 
gene variant (allele) at that specific location. A gene is a series of SNPs (Single 


nucleotide polymorphisms), so even though the similarly is 99.596 SNP by SNP, at any 
given gene they can be different more often than not. 


Of course, this does not measure the magnitude or consequence of that difference, 
merely whether there is in fact a difference, and so it is a rough measure. 


Species Heterozygosity 
Humans .776 
Humans 73 
Humans .698 
Chimpanzees .765 
Chimpanzees .63 
African Buffalo ./29 
Leopards .58 
Jaguar ./39 
Pumas .52 
Canadian Lynx .66 
NA Brown Bears 0275 
Scan. Brown Bears .687 
Coyotes 629 
Gray Wolves 574 
African Wild Dogs 643 
NA Wolverines .55 
Scan. Wolverines .325 
Elk .395 
Bighorn Sheep .6235 
Bonobos .035 
Polar Bears .68 
Dingoes .445 
Domestic Dogs .5085 


Recognized Subspecies Source 
Wise 
Jorde 
Bowcock 
Reinartz 
Wise 
Van Hooft 
3 Uphyrkina 
Culver 
3 Schwartz 
19 Paetkau 
19 Waits 
19 Garcia—Moreno 
B Garcia-Moreno 
Girman 
Kyle and Strobeck 
Walker 
Polziehn 
Forbes 
Reinartz 
Paetkau 
Wilton 
1 Garcia—Moreno 
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So, by this measure, there appears to be enough total genetic variation in homo sapiens 


for there to be subspecies within homo sapiens. 


In addition, there are several recognized subspecies which have diverged from each 
other in time spans similar to or more recent than humans have had to evolve 


subspecies: 


Subspecies’ 

Cyanoptera - Discors (birds) 
Discors - ntrionalium (bir 
Cyanoptera - Septentrionalium (birds) 


North American Moose - European 
Moose 

Proposed time for human subspecies to 
have evolved 

8 subspecies of tigers 

2 subspecies of lizards 

Eastern and Western Wood Duck 


Time of divergence 
65,000 
70,000 
95,000 


165,000 
100,000 
72,000 


12,000 
34,000 
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And given the speed at which humans have spread around the world, it should not 
seem intuitively implausible that humans would evolve subspecies faster than most 
(but not all) other animals. One counter is that humans have longer generation times, 
and perhaps that offset the more rapid exposure to new environments. Or perhaps not, 
or perhaps partially. 


We know that humans evolved regional differences in skin colour and adult lactose 
tolerance, so we know for a fact that there has been some divergent evolution going 
on. It is not immediately obvious that there “isn? t enough time” for humans to form 
subspecies, especially since punctuated equilibrium (pioneered by our good friend 
Steven Jay Gould) and introgression provide mechanisms for fast evolution. 


GENETIC CLUSTEREDNESS 


Fst is the proportion of total variation that exists between two populations compared to 
the overall variation in both populations. 

Fst distances between the subspecies of various species are similar to the distances 
between populations of humans: 


Recognized 


Species Fst Distances Subspecies Source 

Gray Wolves 0.168 37 Roy 1994 
Pumas 0.167 6 lver 2000 
Humans (K=14) 0.155 ? Barbujani 1997 
Asian Dogs 0.154 11 Kim 2001 
Humans (K=44) 0.121 ? Jorde 2000 
North American 

Coyotes 0.107 19 Roy 1994 
North American Kyle and Strobeck 
Wolverines 0.067 2-3 2001 

Jaguars 0.065 9 Eizirik 2001 
African Buffalo 0.059 5 Van Hooft 2000 
Canadian Lynx 0.033 3 Schwartz 2002 
Humpback Whales 0.12 3 Jackson 2014 
Plains Zebra 0.11 5 Lorenzen 2008 
European Wildcats 0.11 3 Pierpaoli 2003 
Kob Antelope 0.11 2=3 Lorenzen 2007 
SW European Cow 0.068 18 Jordana 2003 


Red Winged Black 

Bird 0.01 5 Williams 2004 

Fst values will vary depending on how many groups you divide a species into. The Fst 
value for each species is just an average for all subspecies-relations. “K=14” refers 
to the number of subdivisions in the species. The fewer the divisions that are 


recognized, the higher the average Fst value between the divisions will be. That’ s 
why any species will have a higher Fst value when the number of populations is lower. 


Another thing we can look at is how self—identification corresponds to best-fit genetic 
cluster. Cluster analyses are when researchers get a bunch of genetic data, and then 
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tell the computer to sort it into clusters. For example, it may take 300 pieces of DNA, 
and then tell the computer to sort individuals based on those 300 pieces of DNA into 
five clusters. 


The computer can sort it into however many clusters you tell it to. 


So, say there are five recognized races in an area. What researchers will do is take 
some genetic markers, give it to a computer, and tell the computer to sort it into five 
categories, and see how well those five categories correspond to the socially 
recognized races. 


Bamshad 2003: 
Correspondence between genetic cluster and geography by number of loci used: 


Location 20 Loci 60 Loci 100 Loci 160 Loci Number 
Africa 91% 99% 100% 100% 

Asia 82% 96% 99% 99% 

Europe 79% 95% 99% 100% 


These are the results when K=3, or the number of populations the computer is told to 
classify the data into is 3. The computer doesn' t know beforehand the race of the 
individuals, it just gets data, then is told to cluster them into X number of groups. 
Bamshad also looked at the correspondence between geography and cluster when the 
number of groups is 2 and 4: 
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This also deals with another 
criticism of race: that the 
categories are subjective. This is 
sort of true, in the same way that 
the lines between colour are 
subjective. Where red ends and 
orange begins is a subjective 
thing, so are we going to use the 
subjectivity of boundaries to say 
that colours don’ t exist? 


In addition, the boundaries only go 
in one dimension. You don’ t have, 
for example, a racial category 


where Japanese and Kenyans are in the same racial group. 


The next picture provides a visual description of how well the races correspond to 


geography based on the number of loci. 


Now if you were a researcher and wanted to show that race does not exist, which 
triangle would you show? The one with the fewest loci. 


This is often done in courses on race where the teacher gives the class a genetic test 
to see what race they are, and their test uses a small number of SNPs (around 20). 
The fewer SNPs you use, the less it will cluster, and thus the less genetic cluster will 
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found that coding 
and non-coding DNA had almost identical clusteredness, which is evidence against the 
idea that the races primarily differ on non- coding DNA due to genetic drift and differ 
less on coding DNA due to stabilizing selection. 


Lao 2010 looked not at SNPs, but at short tandem repeats, and basically measured 
variation in the number of times a known sequence of DNA repeated itself at various 
sites. In this case, they looked at 24 different sites, and compared self-reported 
ancestry with where they fit into STR clusters: 


Self-reported 


race Kl K2 K3 K4 N 
European 0 19.096 80.696 0.4 96 245 
Hispanic 2.496 77.8% 15.7% 4.096 127 
African 096 2.296 1.096 96.896 246 
Asian 99.9% 0.1% O 0 46 


This is a different method than the other studies but yields similar results. 
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Guo 2015 is the most recent cluster analysis that compared self-identified race with 
best- fit cluster: 
The ROOM study used 384 SNPs, and the ADD Health study used 1,536 SNPs. 


"Non- South 
ROOM Self ID “White” 96 (N) “Black” 96 (N) Asian” (N) Total Number 
White 99.5 (1399) 0.28 (4) 0.21 (3) 1406 
Black 0.71 (2) 99.3 (279) 0 281 
South Asian 
(India, Pakistan, 
Bangladesh) 100 (41) 0 0 41 
East Asian 2.33 (2) 0 97.7 (84) 86 
Amerindian 75 (3) 0 25 (1) 4 
Others 80.7 (50) 12.9 (8) 6.45 (4) 62 
Multiracial 52.9 (91) 36.1 (62) 11.1 (19) 172 
ADD Health 
Wave I Self ID 
White 99.4 (1429) 0.42 (6) 0.14 (2) 1437 
Black O (0) 100 (381) 0 381 
East Asian 6.29 (10) 0 93.71 (149) 159 
Amerindian 100 (19) 0 0 19 
Others 91.1 (163) 5.03 (9) 3.31 (7) 179 
Multiracial 72.0 (67) 26.9 (25) 1.08 (1) 93 


In the Guo study, Whites in the US matched the "White" genetic cluster 99.4% and 
99.5% of the time, Blacks matched “Black” 99.3% and 100% of the time, and East 
Asians matched "Non-South Asian” 97.7% and 93.71% of the time. 
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More studies that replicate Bamshad and Guo are Rosenberg 2005, Rische 
2005, Witherspoon 2007 and Porras- Hurtado 2013. 


THE HISTORY OF RACE DENIAL 
As seen above, race denial appears to have come about following world war two. 


The concluding statements of a Moscow conference in 1998 on race entitled "Race: 
Myth or Reality' included: 

“(1) According to the old anthropological tradition big human morphological variations 
which are the result of polymorphism united by common origin in certain geographical 
areas had been given the name races. € (2) Reality of the racial subdivisions of 
Homo sapiens are supported by the totality of the scientific data investigated on the 
different levels of human organism: morphological, physiological and genetical. Racial 
classification created with regard for morphological criteria clearly enough reflect the 
phylogeny of the separate populations and groups of populations. (3) Negativism to the 
race concept which became apparent during the last decades, in many respects might 
be explained by the psychological shock which all progressive humanity had felt in the 
epoch of Hitlerism." 


While certainly politer, these conclusions could have come straight off of the 
stormfront.org message boards. 


The survey data, as limited as it is, paints a picture of what happened: following world 
war 2 there was an academic movement to deny race. This began with the post-war 
popularization of the 1942 book by Ashley Montague entitled *"Man' s Most 
Dangerous Myth: The Fallacy of Race' and then the UN 1951 statement on race. 


This movement peaked somewhere between 1980 to 1990 and has since started to 
recede. But with the internet has come a curious thing: the race denial movement, 
though receding in the Universities, is gaining ground in public discourse. 


DEMANDING A HARD DEFINITION 


One tactic of race denial is to get really hard up on some super- explicit definition of 
race. Races are obviously just populations of people geographically separated that 
interbred and thus are genetically and physically distinguishable. That' s obviously 
true, and all you need, and we should be able to just go forward and talk about the 
genetic differences between these races. 


But the hard definition demander will demand some specific parameters for the sole 
purpose of deconstructing race. In the hopes that the race-recognizer will not have 
information on these parameters that he supposedly needs to show that races exist, or 
he will pre—select conditions which he knows in advance humans don' t meet. For 
example, an Fst of 0.2, or an inability to interbreed. 


And it starts to get absurd when you point to specific alleles that correspond to 
variation in melanin, and how these alleles vary between the races. Because they will 
literally be at the point of saying that we cannot say that "black people have black 
skin” because “black people” is nota “scientific category” . Of course, it’ s 
perfectly scientific - we can point them out, their geographic ancestry, it corresponds 
to cluster groups using specific markers or random SNPs if you want. 
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And none of these games are ever done for any other subspecies or haplogroup of any 
other species. It is only with human subspecies, or breeds, that we get this bizarre, 
radical scepticism. 


CONCLUSION 


So first off, there is no obvious consensus on the existence of race, so we cannot use 
consensus as a heuristic one way or another. 


Second off, there 1s definitely enough genetic variation within homo sapiens to have 
subspecies. 


Third off, this genetic variation clusters into discrete groups, and to the extent Fst is a 
measure of clusteredness, this can be seen in Fst values and cluster analyses. And the 
cluster analyses include STR analysis, SNP analysis including ones which use random 
SNPs, and works just as well with coding and non-coding DNA. 


Fourth off, we can trace race denial to a reaction to the Nazis primarily in Western 
Europe and to a lesser extent in Eastern Europe, which peaked from 1980-1990, and 
is now in decline among the experts if not among the public. 


CLINES AND RACES 
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It 1s 


sometimes argued that human genetic variation is continuous and so grouping people 
into discrete categories is illegitimate. The flaw in the first argument is simple: 
organizing continuous variation into discrete categories can help us predict and explain 
the world, and, so, can be valid scientific categories. In fact, scientists often group 
continuous variation into discrete categories. Consider, for instance: 


* Medical researchers break continuous blood pressure variation into discrete 


categories suchas “high” and "low 


= Physicists group continuous variation across the colour spectrum into 
discrete colours such as “blue” and “green” . 


* Social scientists break continuous variation in income into discrete categories 
such as “poor” and “rich” . 
In each of these cases, scientists are taking continuous variation and breaking it down 
into discrete categories because it is useful to do so. The usefulness of discrete 
categories comes from their power to predict. For instance, knowing that someone has 
“high” blood pressure, or knowing that someone is “poor” , can help you predict 

various other things about them. Similarly, knowing someone’ s race can allow you to 
make predictions about any variable in which the races differ. Thus, racial categories 
are useful for prediction, which is a key function of science. 


It’ s also worth noting that human genetic variation is not, in fact, continuous. Or, at 
least, not across racial lines. Genetic variation becomes continuous when there is a 
large amount of gene flow between populations. However, gene flow can be 
significantly hindered by geographical features such as mountains and seas. Such 
geographic obstacles often stood in the way of the inter—racial mating pre- historically. 
For instance, Native Americans were separated from the rest of humanity by an ocean, 
Blacks were separated by the sub-Saharan desert, and Europe was separated from 
many Asian peoples by the Ural and Caucus Mountain ranges. Of course, cultural 
practices also limited inter—racial mating and explain way, for instance, even after 300 
years of living in same areas, roughly 96.596 of American whites have basically no 
African admixture in their genomes (Bryc et al. 2015). 
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That human genetic variation is not continuous across racial lines was shown by 
Rosenberg et al. 2005 who found that two populations of the same race are, on 
average, more genetically similar than two populations of different races, even when 
both population pairs are equally far from one another geographically. If human genetic 
variation was continuous across racial lines, a computer program told to group human 
genetic variation into clusters such that intra cluster genetic similarity is maximized 
and inter cluster genetic similarity is minimized would not group people into races 
nearly 10046 of the time. But it does (Tang et al 2005, Rosenberg et al. 2005, 

and Rosenberg et al. 2002). 

It is also importance to realize that racialists have virtually always known that, to some 
degree, the human variation is continuous. Below are quotes from three important 
thinkers, all writing before 1900, who explicitly recognized this in their writings. 


Johan Bumlenbach was a founder of modern anthropology and, in the late 

1700' s, devised a 6—-race categorization of humans that still matches common sense 
today. He was one of the first writers to speak of a Causation race which included both 
Europe and north Africa and an early proponent of the idea that the Races all had a 
common ancestor. In 1775 he described the way that traits vary geographically from 
one race to another as an “imperceptible transition” . 


“No variety exists, whether of colour, countenance, or stature, so singular as not to 
be connected with others of the same kind by such an imperceptible transition, that it 
is very they are all related, or only differ from each other in degree." - Blumenbach 
ITIBD 
Comte de Buffoon is the most important populariser of the idea that a species should 
be defined as a population that can produce fertile offspring. He was also another early 
proponent of the idea that all the races have a common ancestor. Here, we can see 
Buffoon describing populations as differing by “imperceptible degrees” . This is 
clearly consistent with the modern terminology describing genetic variation as 
continuous. 


"Man descends, by imperceptible degrees, from the most enlightened and polished 
nations, to people of less genius and industry; from the latter to others more gross, but 
still subject to kings and laws, and these, again, to savages” - Buffon 1753 (page 
186) 

Finally, we have Darwin. Darwin' s significance in general biology hardly needs to be 
explained. It is worth noting, though, that Darwin was probably the single most 
important historical advocate of the idea that human races are subspecies, rather than 
species. Here, we can see him using the continuous nature of human genetic variation 
as evidence for this claim: 


"But the most weighty of all the arguments against treating the races of man as 
distinct species, is that they graduate into each other, independently in many cases, as 
far as we can judge, of their having intercrossed.” - Darwin 1871 (page 226) 

In summary, human genetic variation is not continuous across racial lines. But even if it 
was, this would not mean that we can' t put that continuous variation into discrete 
categories. In fact, many of history' s most important racial thinkers believed that 
human variation was continuous across racial lines, and this did nothing to sway them 
from their race realism. 
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A common argument against the taxonomic validity of race is that there is more 
genetic variation within than between races and so races must not be genetically 
different enough to be subspecies. This argument comes from a 1972 paper by the 
Harvard geneticist Richard Lewontin (Lewontin 1972). As will be shown, Lewnotin' s 
argument fails because the metric of genetic differences he used has no obvious 
relevance to subspecies and because human races are equally or more genetically 
differentiated than recognized subspecies from other species are. 

To understand Lewontin’ s argument you have to have a conceptual grasp of a metric 
used in population genetics called an Fst value. Say we take two random animals from 
the species and look at what variant they have for some specific gene. There will be 
some probability, called the species’ total heterozygosity, that these gene variants 
will not be the same. Now say we do the same thing, but this time the two people are 
picked from the same sub- population within the species. This time the probability that 
their genes variants will not be the same will be called the sub- population 
heterozygosity. To calculate an Fst value you subtract the sub-— population 
heterozygosity from the total heterozygosity and then divide by the total 
heterozygosity: 


Fst = (Ht—Hs)/Ht 

In other words, an Fst value tells us how much the probability of picking different gene 
variants increases is the gene variants are picked at random from the entire species 
instead of the same sub- population. When calculating an Fst value, geneticists run this 
analysis for many genes and then find the average increase in heterozygosity. 


When an Fst value is calculated for a species with multiple proposed sub- populations 
the values are averaged. So, for instance, if we conducted a study and found that two 
people having different gene variants was 10% less likely if they were both picked 
randomly from the Asian population instead of humanity at large, 8% less likely if they 
were both from the European population instead of humanity at large, and 6% less 
likely if they were picked from the African population rather than humanity at large, we 
might assign humanity an Fst value of (10%+8%+6%)/3% = 8% under this 3-race 
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model. And this is what we would mean if we said something like "Only 896 of human 
genetic variation is between races while 9296 is within them" . (The proportion of 
variation within groups is just 1 - the Fst value.) 


In 1972, Richard Lewontin became the first person to empirically measure the human 
Fst value and found it to be 6.3%. Based on this finding, Lewontin declared that 
categorizing humans racially has no “genetic or taxonomic significance” . 


Unfortunately, Lewontin never explained why an Fst value of 6.396 should mean races 
have no taxonomic or genetic significance. And it isn’ t obvious that it should. In fact, 
Sewall Wright, a founder of population genetics and the man who invented Fst values, 
thought that they had nothing to do measuring taxonomic significance and continued to 
believe in Human races long after Lewontin’ s famous article (Wright 1984). 

That Lewontin’ s idea never took hold in the world of biology can be seen by looking 
at a 2006 report be the U.S Geological Survey which reviewed more than a century of 
popular proposed criteria for when a population counts as a sub—species. It never 
mentioned Fst values let alone Lewontin’ s paper (Haig et al. 2006). 

Since Lewontin’ s paper, research has suggested that the Human Fst value is actually 
about twice as large, 12%, as what Lewontin suggested (Elhaik 2012). This has not 
altered the stance of Lewontin on races. Indeed, it isn’ t obvious that his stance is 
open to changing because he has never said how high an Fst value would need to be 
in—order for a population to be of taxonomic significance. Instead, he has just said that 
the human Fst value is too low. 

Furthermore, Lewontin has never addressed the fact that there are many species with 
recognized subspecies which have Fst values lower than Humans. As can be seen 
below, I was easily able to find 8 other species with recognized subspecies which have 
Fst values no higher than humans. In fact, it isn’ t hard to find researchers in the 
nonhuman literature taking any Fst value greater than zero as evidence that a 
population is a subspecies. See, for instance, Lorenzen et al. 2007 and Williams, 
Homan, Johnston, and Linz, 2004. Given this, it is clear that most biologists do not 
use Lewontin' s criteria, whatever exactly that is, for subspecies. And given that he 
has never made any argument for using it, neither should we. 
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peces Number of Subspecies st Value 
Humpback Whale 3 12 
Plain Zebra 5 11 
Wildcat 3 11 
Kob 2-3 11 
Southwestern European Cow 18 (breeds) 068 
African Buffalo 5 059 
Canadian Lynx 3 .033 
Red Winged Black Bird 5 01 
Humans ? 12 


Jackson et al. 2014, Elhaik 2012, Lorenzen, Arctander, and Siegismund, 
2008, Pierpaoli et al. 2003, Lorenzen et al. 2007, Jordana et al. 2003, Hooft, Groen, 
and Prins, 2009, Schwarts et al. 2002, and Williams, Homan, Joshston, and Linz 
2004. 

Instead, many biologists use a criterion of subspecies based, in part, on the idea that a 
population can only be a subspecies if you can analyse the traits of an organism in that 
species and accurately predict whether or not it is a member of a proposed subspecies. 


Based on this traditional understanding of subspecies taxonomy, multiple geneticists 
have pointed out that an Fst value of 6% is just the average increased probability of a 
single gene being different and that, by combining data from multiple genes at once into 
our analysis, we can very accurately predict whether or not someone will be a member 
of a given race (Mitton 1977). To get a conceptual understanding of what this means, 
imagine that you were told to guess whether a person was a male or a female based on 
whether they were taller or shorter than average, or hairier or less hairy than average, 
or whether their voice was higher or lower pitched than average, etc. If only one of 
these facts were told to you, you could make an educated guess but there would be a 
decent chance that you would be wrong. But if you combined data on, say, 20 such sex 
differences, your chances of correctly guessing the person’ s sex would become quite 
high. By the same principle, a single gene might not be a very good predictor of 
someone’ s race, but that doesn’ t mean that the combined data of many genes won’ t 
be. It was on this basis that the famed population genetic A. W. F. Edwards dubbed this 
argument against race “Lewontin’ s Fallacy” (Edwards 2002). 

Furthermore, an Fst value is not even a good measure of genetic differentiation. 
Consider the work done in Long and Kittles 2003, which provided a powerful 
demonstration of just how ridiculous an Fst subspecies criteria really is. Long and 
Kittles calculated the Fst value of the global human population at 11%, which is pretty 
typical of modern studies. They then calculated the Fst value of the global human 
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population plus a population of chimpanzees to be 16%. Thus, the inclusion of 
Chimpanzees into the calculation only raised the Fst value by 5%, and most Fst based 
subspecies criteria would therefore conclude that a population of humans and chimps 
has no significantly different sub populations within it! 

This work is not only amusing, but illustrative of the primary problem with Fst values 
as a measure of genetic differentiation. Recall that an Fst value tells us how much more 
likely it is two gene variants will be different if they are picked out of the entire 
species instead of from member of the same race. Well, what if the probability that 
they will be different is really high even when the genes are picked from the same 
race. Say, 85%, for instance. Well, in that case the most that the probability of picking 
different genes could increase would be by 15%, which is only an Fst value of .15. 


More generally, the table below makes two points. First, for simple mathematical 
reasons, an Fst value can never be larger than one minus the sub- population 
heterozygosity. Second, because an Fst value is a measure of how much 
heterozygosity increases when gene variants are picked from the entire population 
rather than the same population, expressed as a percentage of the total heterozygosity, 
the same absolute difference between total and sub- population heterozygosity can 
lead to radically different Fst values depending on what the absolute values of these 
variables are: 


1- Subpopulation 


Total Heterorygosity Subpopulation Heterorygosity Heterozygosity Fst Value 
0.9 0.8 0.2 0.11111111 
0.8 0.7 0.3 0.125 
0.7 0.6 0.4 0.14285714 
0.6 0.5 0.5 0.16666667 
0.5 0.4 0.6 0.2 
0.4 0.3 0.7 0.25 
0.3 0.2 0.8 0.33333333 
0.2 0.1 0.9 0.5 
0.1 0 1 1 


To connect this back to humans, our sub- population heterozygosity levels range from . 
10—.76 (Jorde et al. 1997). Thus, no matter how different the races were, our Fst 
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value could never be greater than roughly 25%. Each race could literally be as 
different, genetically speaking, as dogs are from cats. It wouldn' t matter. Our Fst 
value would never seem intuitively high. and most of our genetic variation would still 
be contained “within races” . 


For these and other reasons, geneticists are increasingly recognizing that Fst values 
cannot be meaningfully compared across species, which have different total 
heterozygosities, and so, beyond testing that an Fst value is greater than zero, it 
cannot possibly be the foundation for criteria of sub-species (Jost 2008). 
Appendix 1: Alan Templeton and Fst > .25 
A highly cited 1999 paper by the geneticist Alan Templeton claimed that requiring that 
a subspecies have an Fst value of at least 2596—3096 is “standard in the nonhuman 
literature" (Templeton 1999). Templeton, who uses this claim to argue against the 
existence of human races, cites the 1997 paper “Subspecies and Classification” by 
Smith, Chiszar, and Montanucci, to substantiate that this Fst standard is common place 
in biology (Smith, Chiszar, and Montanucci, 1997.). But Smith et al. 1997 never even 
mentions Fst values! It appears that Templeton assumed that this is what Smith et al 
1997 meant when they wrote that subspecies cannot "overlap in variation of their 
differentiae" by more than 2596 —3096. This is almost surely not a reference to Fst 
values. Instead, this paper was referencing the so called “75% rule" , which is criteria 
of subspecies which stated that a population would count as a sub—species if you could 
analyse the traits of organisms in the species and, on this basis, predict whether or not 
they were a member of the proposed subspecies with an error rate of 25% or less. 
There are several reasons for thinking that Smith et al. 1997 were referring to the 
79% rule and not an Fst based criteria for subspecies: 

1. They referred to. “differentia” implying that multiple traits can be used to 


differentiate subspecies. This is consistent with the 75% rule, several 
observable traits were the norm, and not an Fst value criterion. 


2. Smith et al. 1997 goes on to state "A subspecies name draws attention to a 
geographic segment of a species that in some way is recognizably different” . 
This appeal to recognizable differences clearly implies that subspecies are 
differentiated based on observable traits, as in the 75% rule, and not a molecular 
genetic analysis. 


3. As demonstrated by Haig et al. 2006, large teams of researchers reviewing the 


subspecies literature have never heard of Templeton' s Fst criteria. Haig et al 
do, however, spend several paragraphs talking about the 7596 rule. 


4. Asis evidenced above, an Fst criteria is not, in fact, commonly used. But the 
75% rule was. Given that Smith is an expert in subspecies taxonomy who has 
been writing on the topic for decades, it is therefore far more likely that he was 
talking about the 7596 rule than Templeton' s contrived criteria which can' t be 
found anywhere else in the literature. 

Thus, Templeton' s paper is based on an extremely misleading reading of Smith et al 
1997 and fails to establish any Fst criteria for subspecies. 


Appendix 2: Joseph Graves and Sewall Wright 
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Joseph Graves is a biologist who has written several books and countless articles 
arguing against the biological existence of races. In his writings he often says 
something such as this about Sewall Wright, the inventor of Fst values: 


"Wright felt the latter, measured by Fs: was equivalent to the subspecies used by 
taxonomists (also called biological or geographical race.) Population subdivision can be 
calculated at individual genetic loci or for numerous genetic loci simultaneously. 
Wright’ s statistic can range between 0 and 1.00. He arbitrarily suggested that the 
minimal threshold for the existence of great variation was Fs = 0.250 and moderate 
variation Fs = 0.15 to 0.250. He examined individual loci derived from protein 
electrophoresis from a variety of species, finding a range of differentiation from 0.023 
to 0.501 (average Fs= 0.168). 

Subsequent studies of multiple loci, including whole genome analyses, have generally 
shown human Fy at much less than Wright’ s critical value." - Graves 2006 

As we have already seen, Sewall Wright did not think that Fst values should be a 
criterion for sub- species. He literally dedicates an entire chapter two the fourth 
volume of his X to race and never mentions Fst values, not does he anywhere else 
state that they should be used as a criterion for subspecies. In fact, on page 85 Wright 
cautions readers against using Fst values as a straight forward measure of genetic 
differentiation: 


We will take F — 0.25 as an arbitrary value above which there is very great 
differentiation, the range of 0.15 to 0.25 as indicating moderately great differentiation. 
Differentiation is, however, by no means negligible if F is as small as 0.05 or even 
less” - Wright 1984 


Thus, Graves is misleading readers by separating these two sentences, only showing 
his readers the first, and thus stripping it of its proper context. Wright’ s views do not, 
in fact, lend credence to the idea that human races do not exist. 
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"RACE IS A SOCIAL CONSTRUCT" 


You can’ t get through a 100- level anthropology class without hearing this line. 

And when people hear that race is not a biological concept but, rather, that it is a social 
construct they assume that categories that are valid and used in biology are not social 
constructs. In other words, they assume that being a valid biological category and 
being a social construct are mutually exclusive. This is simply not true. 


Anytime we categorize objects we decide to group things one way as opposed to 
another. In this sense, all categories are social constructs. If we wanted to, we could 
get rid of the category “table” and, in its place, invent two new categories: one for all 

"tables" that are brown and another for all 'tables' that are not brown. Of course, 
it is more useful to have one single category which denotes all tables and so that is 
what we go with. But the point is that we choose to “go with” one category scheme 
and not the other. Thus, there is something “social” or “artificial” about all 
categories. 


But this isn’ t specific to race. All categories, including scientific ones, are tools and 
their validity must be determined by whether or not they are useful. Simply noting that 
a category is manmade tells us nothing about whether or not it can aide scientists in 
predicting and explaining the natural world. This, that race is socially constructed is 
irrelevant to its validity. 


It is important to realize that these “socially constructed” categories are also 
"biologically real' in that they are socially constructed ways to organize natural 
biological variation. We could choose another way. There are nearly countless ways 

you could group people based on biology. 


In fact, we often do choose other ways. For instance, when we talk about “diabetics” 

and "non-diabetics' we are talking about a way of categorizing humans, which we 

invented, based on biological differences between them. Does this mean that 
"diabetic" has no place in medical science? Hardly. 


This fact, that racial categorization is made by humans rather than nature, has been 
recognized for hundreds of years. For instance, when considering the nature of 
Varieties, the major below- species category of early biology and the taxonomic level 
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to which Linnaeus relegated races, Linnaeus, the founder of modern biological 
taxonomy, wrote that “” Species and genera are regarded as always the works of 
Nature, but varieties are usually owning to culture." (Stuessy 2009 page 154). 
Similarly, Johan Blumenbach (1795), the founder of physical anthropology, when 
arguing that a 5 race scheme was better than 3, 4 or 6, race scheme, said: Five 
principal varieties of mankind may be reckoned. As, however, even among 

these arbitrary kinds of divisions, one 1s said to be better and preferable to another, 


after a long an attentive consideration, all mankind, as far as it is at present known to 
Uus, seems to me as if it may best, according to natural truth, be divided into the five 
following varieties: which may be designated and distinguished from each- other by the 
names Caucasian, Mongolian, Ethiopian, American, and Malay. " 

Note that he refers to “varieties” or, what today would be called subspecies, as an 
arbitrary division. He does also mention "natural truth" , and this is referring to the 
fact that manmade categories sort natural variation. None the less, Blumenbach clearly 
recognizes that racial categories are invented, rather than discovered. 


'This fact was not lost on future generations of racial scientists. Erynst Mayr, probably 
the most important taxonomist of the 20th century and the inventor of the most popular 
modern criteria of subspecies, called subspecies “a purely subjective” category. He 
went on to say, ‘the subspecies is merely a strict utilitarian classificatory device for 
the pigeonholing of population samples” (Keita 1993). When responding in the 

1960' s to a complaint about the subjectivity of subspecies taxonomy the biologist J. 
Tilden wrote "We should, I feel, have a mental reservation that our systems exist 
more in our mind than in nature. However useful our system may be as a tool, we 
cannot assume that no other system could be devised to express the same concepts as 
well or even better. By this line of reasoning, the concept of subspecies should no 
more be under fire than any other level of classification, since all are equally the 
products of man’ s ingenuity.” (Tilden 1961) 

Clearly then, it has long been known by those who see race as biologically real that 
race is also socially constructed. Moreover, in non- politically charged contexts this is 
seen as uncontroversial and irrelevant. The fact that a category is manmade does not 
mean that it can’ t help us predict and explain nature. And so, it has little relevance to 
whether or not a category has a place in science. 
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THE IMPOSSIBILITY OF EQUALITY 


Many people think that racial populations are *equal' with respect to their genetic 
potential for cognitive traits. On this website, we look at a lot of data having to do with 
racial differences in various traits to assess the validity, or lack thereof, of this 
assumption. Sometimes, though, it is important to step back and recognize just how 
impossible the notion of equality truly is. If the races really are genetically equal with 
respect to most psychological traits, it is nothing short of an evolutionary miracle, and 
in this article, I will explain why. 


We all accept that the races differ in various ways for genetic reasons. For instance, 
East Asians are shorter than Africans and Europeans. Certain body types were more 
likely to evolve in different climates. In response to environmental variables such as 
UV radiation, we evolved differences in skin colour, hair colour, hair texture, etc. Some 
historic populations had cows available to milk while others did not and, so, some 
populations are lactose tolerant while others are not. Some populations had to face 
malaria, while others did not, and this led to differences in our blood. The list could go 
on. This is all utterly uncontroversial. 


The races also differ in brain size. This has been shown repeatedly, all over the world, 
dating back more than a century (Last, 2016). More recently, it has been shown that 
you can predict someone' s race by looking at the shape of their brain (Fann et al. 
2015). Yet, it is supposed that, unlike the racial differences in virtually every other 
part of the body, these ones are due entirely to the environment. This is obviously a 
political move. Evolution doesn' t care that genetic differences in personality are 
politically controversial, it sees the brain as just another organ. If we evolved 


differences in all the others, we probably evolved differences in the brain too. 

In fact, the brain is a more likely site for genetic differences between races than most 
other parts of the body are. Why? Because researchers have shown that genes 
involved in the brain are the ones that differ most between the races (Wu and Zhang, 
2011). 
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"Other genes that showed higher levels of population differentiation include those 
involved in pigmentation, spermatid, nervous system and organ development, and 
some metabolic pathways, but few involved with the immune system.” - Wu and 


Zhang (2011) (emphasis added) 


Given this, if anything we should expect racial differences in the brain to be larger than 
other racial differences. The assumption that they are infinitely smaller, such that they 
do not exist, is not genetically plausible. 


Ultimately, this is just common sense. Populations around the world had different food 
sources. They hunted different kinds of animals and picked different kinds of plants. 
'They lived in different climates. They fought different diseases. These differences 
impact behaviour. For instance, some animals require more group work to kill than 
others. Harsh winters require more pre- planning and delayed gratification (saving 
food) than more temperate climates. The more easily acquirable food is around, the 
less important working with the group is. The more predators and other humans are 
around, the more physical strength and aggression will be needed. The more pathogens 
are present, the more important cleanliness will be. This list could go on infinitely. 


And maybe you think one of these explanations is wrong and an environmental 
difference will have the opposite effect of what I have said. That 1s certainly possible, 
but the idea that any one of these environmental differences, let alone all of them 
together, will have no effect whatsoever on the selective pressures for any mental 
traits is completely implausible. 


And this is all before culture comes into the picture. Once that happens, these 
differences are magnified times a hundred. In some cultures, being smart is the best 
way to have lots of kids. In others, physical strength, or determination, or social 
intelligence, etc., will be the most effective way. The notion that in every culture every 
psychological variable has the exact same association with fertility, which is the logical 
implication of egalitarianism, is obviously insane. 


'That culture has sped up evolution is evident in our own DNA. By looking at our 
genome, researchers can estimate how the speed of evolution has changed over time. 
In 2007, a landmark paper was released showing that evolution sped up by a factor 

of 100 within the last 5000 years, suggesting that the development of civilization, which 
happened at different times and in different ways around the globe, had an extremely 
dramatic impact on evolution (Hawks et al., 2007). 

Even more recently, we are starting to get some idea of how culture influenced 
evolution. For instance, a 2014 paper found that England’ s “war on murder” , a time 
in which criminals were essentially sent to die for fairly petty crimes, had a significant 
eugenic effect on the population in terms of criminality (Frost and Harpendin 


And, after all, how couldn' t it? If you kill a ton of criminals every generation, genes 
that predispose people towards criminality are obviously going to become less 
common. 

My pointing in bringing this up is not to suggest that England is especially non— 
criminal. Other countries no doubt had similar periods and England has had its share of 
crime problems in its history. Nonetheless, the “war on murder” is a vivid example 
of the fact that culture can, and in fact must, impact evolution. Anything that 
differentially impacts people' s probability of reproducing will. Given this and given the 
enormous amount of culture diversity which has existed on earth for millennia, it 1s, 
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once again, lunacy to suggest that this all led to every population on earth possessing 
the exact same genetic predisposition for every mental trait there is. 


On top of all this, there’ s the Neanderthals (and others). After humans left Africa 
they met, and bred with, other species or subspecies of human. These other humans 
had been evolving separately from us for a really long time and they are universally 
accepted to have been different from us physically, and mentally, due to evolution. 
Some populations bred with these groups more than others, and Africans didn' t 
breed with them at all. This has led to the races differing in their degree of 
Neanderthal admixture. 
Moreover, Neanderthal DNA is associated with various traits, including mental ones. 
For instance, one researcher described their findings from early last year thusly: 
“We discovered associations between Neanderthal DNA and a wide range of traits, 
including immunological, dermatological, neurological, psychiatric and reproductive 
diseases.” Specifically, they found that Neanderthal DNA was related to traits like 
nicotine addiction, depression, and other mental traits. 
How is it even possible, you might ask, for the races to differ in their level of 
Neanderthal admixture and still be “equal” if Neanderthals were not “equal” ? 
It is not. For this, and all the other reasons laid out here, equality is, practically 
speaking, a biological impossibility. 


RACE AND IQ 


INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW 


35|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


~ 


Black and White IQ Distributions 


WHITE 
// DISTRIBUTION 


BLACK 
DISTRIBUTION 


N 


FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIONS 
(SCALED TO ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF U.S.) 


50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 


IQ 
SOURCE: National Longitudinal Survey of Labor Market Experience of Youth, 1980-1990 


This article will lay out the basic case for “hereditarianism” or the view that genes 
are an important cause of racial IQ differences. At this point, you may already be 


thinking something like “no reputable scientist would ever think this!" , “Race 
doesn’ t even exist!” , “IQ tests are culturally biased and don’ t measure intelligence 
anyway!” , “What about poverty, racism, single motherhood, education, etc.,!” all of 


which will be dealt with in this article. For the time being, just try to keep an open 
mind. Then, after reviewing the evidence fairly, you can decide whether or not I ma 
crack pot. 


RACE AND IQ TESTS 


Some people are sceptical of the very ideas of “race” and “IQ” , so let’ s deal with 
that first. 


Races are just populations that evolved in different environments. Racial groups 
correspond to genetic clusters and differ enough genetically such that differences in IQ 
are plausible. If you really doubt the basic existence of race, see this article dealing 
with that subject in isolation. 

Now let’ s turn to IQ. The most popular IQ tests include items which test 
mathematical ability, pattern recognition, short-term memory, verbal comprehension, 
and vocabulary. They are not perfect measures of intelligence, but they predict how 
smart a person’ s peers say they are as well as how well people do in school and on 
the job (Denissen et al., 2011; Palhusand and Morgan, 1997; Bailey and Hatch, 
1979; Bailey and Mattetal, 1977). In fact, IQ is a better predictor of income and 
educational attainment than parental socio-economic status is (Strenze, 2006). 


Now, you might think that other notions of intelligence are important too. Certainly, IQ 
is not the only important thing about a person and whether to call a given skill 
"intelligence" is just a fight about words. If you want, you can replace the term 
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“intelligence” with “IQ” . The important point is not that IQ is everything we 
normally call intelligence, it’ s not, but that it is real and important. 


Some people think that IQ tests only measure intelligence among Europeans. This is 
not true. Surveys of experts show that the vast majority of researchers in this area do 
not think that IQ tests are substantially culturally biased, and this is for good reason. 


EXpert Upirnuon on "Are LY Tests Nacially Based?” 
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If IQ tests painted non- Whites are being less intelligent than they actually are then 
they should under- predict how well non- Whites do in school and the work force. 
They do not (Kobrin, 2001; Cucina et al., 2016; Jensen, 1980). Moreover, if 

IQ tests are biased, there should be “bias” problems which are among the hardest 
problems for non- Whites but the easiest for Whites. Actually, Whites and non- Whites 
rank the difficulty of IQ tests items essentially identically (Jensen and McGurk 

1986; Reynolds and Suzuki, 2003). Further still, if IQ tests were really biased against 
non- Whites, you would expect Europeans to score the highest on them. They don' t, 
East Asians do (Lynn and Tatu Vanhanen, 2012; Faulk, 2016A). In summary, the 
idea that IQ tests are culturally or racially biased makes several testable predictions 
and they have all been falsified. 


^ o P3 


ESTABLISHING THE GAP 


It is uncontroversial that racial differences in IQ exist. Meta—- analyses of data on more 
than 6,000,000 people have shown that Blacks in America score about 15 points lower 
than Whites do (Roth et al., 2001). East Asians, by contrast, score a few points higher 
than Whites do. 

Of course, this does not mean that every African American has a lower IQ than every 
European American. Actually, these numbers imply that around one in ten African 
Americans will have an IQ of 100 or higher (the White average) and one in six Whites 
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will have an IQ of 85 or lower (the Black average). The point is that these groups 
differ on average. 


WHY GAPS MATTER 


'That being said, these gaps do matter. If you control for IQ, many social inequalities 
between the races disappear. For instance, if you hold IQ constant, Blacks are more 
likely than Whites to get a college degree and get paid the same for the same work. 


Alter controlling tor 14, the probability of graduating from college 
is about the same for whites and Latinos, higher for blacks 


The probability of holding a bachelor's degree 


For a person of average age (29) before controlling for IQ 


White 27% 
Black 11% 


Latino 10%) 


For a person of average age and average IQ 
for college graduates (114) 


White 50% 4 


Black 68% à 


Black Wages as a Percentage of White Wages, 1989 
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Controlling for IQ cuts the black-white difference 
in incarceration by almost three-quarters 


The probability of ever having been interviewed 
in a correctional facility 
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Voracek, 2015). 
Thus, these differences have social importance aside from the fact that human 
differences are inherently interesting. 


OBVIOUS ENVIRONMENT CAUSES 


At this point, some people may be thinking that the Black- White IQ gap can by 
explained away by poverty, racism, education, or single motherhood. These 
explanations have each been refuted. 


First, let’ s look at poverty. Poverty does correlate with IQ, but controlling for socio— 
economic status, whether measured by parental income, education, neighbourhood, 
wealth, or any other way, does not eliminate the Black- White IQ gap. This has been 
shown in more than 60 studies over the last 100 years (Last, 2016A). In fact, poor 
Whites do better on standardized tests than rich Blacks do. 
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At All Family Income Levels, There is a 
Persisting Racial Gap in SAT Scores 
Mean Mean 
Black White Racial 
Under $20,000 798 978 180 
$20,000 to $40,000 836 995 159 
$40,000 to $60,000 864 1017 153 
$60,000 to $80,000 889 1032 143 R 
i , (Black rnal of Higher 
$80,000 to $100,000 908 1052 144 . 
' , Education, 2008 
$100,000 to $120,000 922 1066 144 ion. 2008) 
$120,000 to $140,000 926 1073 147 ia same is teehee 
$140,000 to $160,000 942 1087 145 ET l 
motherhood. Even when just looking 
$160,000 to $200,000 943 1091 148 
at people from two parent homes, the 
More than $200,000 981 1130 149 


| Black- White IQ gap persists 


Source: The College Board. (Prifitera et al., 2005, table 
——— 1.4; Weiss et al., 2016, table 5.6). 


Moreover, research has shown that the Black-White IQ gap, and the White—East Asian 
IQ gap, still exists even when only looking at people raised (via adoption) in White 
homes (Faulk, 2016A). 


- . Average IQ of Racial Group 
Children's background Age 1719 (in America) 
Non adoptcd, with two whitc 

biological parents 


Adopted, with two white 
biological parents 


Adopted, with one white and one 
black biological parent 


Adopted, with two black 
biological parents 


(Loehlin 2000; Lynn, 2015) 
Another possibility is that differences in access to education cause the Black- White IQ 
gap. This is not possible because the Black- White IQ gap exists by age 3 which is 
prior to the beginning of formal education (Malloy, 2013). Moreover, the Black- White 
IQ gap remains after controlling for parental education (Prifitera et al., 2005, table 
1.4; Weiss et al., 2016, table 5.6). Further still, Blacks with graduate degrees score 
worse than Whites without even a four-year degree on tests of cognitive ability 
(Faulk and Last, 2016). Clearly then, education is not the cause of racial cognitive 
differences. 
Finally, let' s look at racism. To affect intelligence, racism must impact Blacks through 
some concrete mechanism. As we' ve seen, racism making Blacks poorer, less 
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educated, or more likely to be from single- parent homes cannot explain the IQ gap. 
Another possibility is that racism has caused Blacks to internalize negative stereotypes 
about their intellect which in turn impacts their performance on tests. This hypothesis 
is refuted by the fact that Blacks score higher than Whites on measures of general 
self-esteem and are more likely than Whites to describe themselves as being smarter 
than average (Twenge and Crocker, 2002). 


"Black students estimate their own academic competence more highly than 
Whites despite their own objective and self—reported lower academic 
achievement (Hare 1985: Table 3; Tashakkori 1993: 97). Black high school 
seniors in the Coleman study were more apt than Whites to classify 
themselves as ‘among the brightest” and less likely to agree that 

"Sometimes I feel that I just can’ t learn” despite poor academic 
pertormaucewColemamet ar 1900L 287-286, Wd ablescSd o d 31512). 
Remarkably, southern rural Blacks, whose academic performance fell below 
that of all other blacks as well as all Whites, were more apt than other 
Blacks to classify themselves as Bright and able to learn" - Levin, 2016, 


page 75 

Beyond this, there is no obvious way that racism could lower the intelligence of Blacks. 
Moreover, the Black - White IQ gap is found all over the world, including in Black 
countries, and did not fall in America between 1920 and 1970 even though there was a 
huge decline in racism during this time (Last, 2016B). 

To be fair, some of these potential causes, such as poverty, may contribute a few 
points to the Black- White IQ gap. However, they cannot account for even half of the 
difference, let alone all of it. 


EVIDENCE FOR A PARTLY GENETIC CAUSE 


Obviously, these environmental explanations failing does not mean that a genetic 
explanation will succeed. So, why think genes have anything to do with racial 
intelligence differences, or, for that matter, intelligence in general? 


We know that genes impact intelligence through studies of identical twins raised apart 
and non- biological relatives raised together. Such studies show that the heritability of 
IQ rises with age and is well over 5096 by adulthood (Last, 2016C). This is backed up 
by studies showing that genetic similarity between individuals predicts how similar 
their IQ scores will be and by recent studies showing that genetic tests can predict 
standardized test performance (Last, 2016C, Selzam et al., 2016). This research also 
shows that non- biological relatives raised in the same home are no more similar than 
average in terms of IQ despite a far more similar than average experience in home 
environment. This suggests that differences in home environment explain little to no 
variation in intelligence in adults. 


Before going any further, you should know that hereditarianism isn' t a fringe theory. 
Surveys show that most intelligence researchers take the hereditarian view on the 
Black- White IQ gap. 
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The Heritability of the Black/White IQ Gap According to Intelligence Researchers 


41-59% 
Heritability of the Black/White IQ Gap 


(Rindermann, Coyle, and Becker, 2013) 


100% 


Recent advances in genetics are consistent with this viewpoint. For 

instance, Piffer (2015) looked at racial differences in 9 IQ related gene variants and 
found that Whites were more likely than Blacks to have the high IQ related variants of 
all 9 genes. East Asians were also more likely than Whites to have the high IQ related 
gene variant in the majority of cases. 
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IXacial L1IIerences in 1-IXelated vene variants 


Genetic Variant Association with East Asians Europeans Africans 
Intelligence 


National IQ 


0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 


Polygenic Score GWAS Hits 


— ERN RN 


Fig. 1. Relationship between national IQ and polygenic score. 


Piffer used data on all nine of these gene variants to assign people a “polygenic 
score” . This polygenic score had an astoundingly high correlation of .93 with a 
nation’ s mean IQ in a sample of 23 countries. 


Becker and Rindermann (2016) provided further direct genetic evidence when they 
analysed data on 101 countries and found that the more genetically different two 
populations were the larger the IQ difference between them tended to be. 

Another variable which predicts the regional cognitive ability is the average degree of 
White admixture in a population or, in other words, the degree to which the average 
person is genetically European. Fruest and Kirkegaard (2016) found this to be the 
case in data sets on American nations, states within Latin American nations such as 
Colombia, Brazil, and Mexico, and in US states. 
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Indirect evidence also points to a genetic explanation. Consider the fact scores on IQ 
test questions vary in their heritability. Some cognitive abilities are more heritable than 
others and it turns out that the more heritable a cognitive ability is the larger the racial 
gap in that ability tends to be (Jensen, 1973;Nichols 1970; Last, 2016D). This 
finding is easy to explain on the hereditarian view but very hard to explain otherwise. 
Research has also shown repeatedly that mixed race individuals have IQ scores in 
between the mean scores of the races of their parents (Faulk, 2016B; Faulk 2016C). 
One study even found that this was true of mixed race Blacks who incorrectly believed 
they were fully Black (Weinberg et al., 1992). Further still, white admixture in 
African Americans has been shown to correlate with both their income and their 
educational attainment (Fuerst, 2014). Once again, this is exactly what the 
hereditarian viewpoint would predict. 

Furthermore, Blacks have smaller brains than Whites, who have smaller brains than 
East Asians (Last, 2016E). Contrary to what you may have heard, brain size does 
predict a person' s IQ score. Moreover, changes in brain size over time predict 
changes in IQ, and the same genes which influence IQ are known to influence brain 
size. A plausible explanation for this data is that variation in brain size causes variation 
in IQ. More on this can be read about here. 

'There are several reasons to think that racial differences in brain size have a genetic 
cause. First, the races differ in brain size even at birth (Schultz, 1922; Rushton, 
1997; Ho et al., 1980). Research also shows that the races differ in dozens of traits 
which tend to co—- evolve with brain size in a way that is consistent with the brain size 
differences (Rushton and Rushton, 2003). (For instance, women need larger hips to 
give birth to larger brained children.) Furthermore, several studies have shown 

that mulattoes have an average brain size in between that of Blacks and Whites (Pearl 
1934; Bean, 1906). Finally, the Black- White brain size gap did not shrink in the 100 
year period between 1880 and 1980 even though the Blacks and Whites converged in 
every conceivable measure of social inequality (Last, 2016E). Given all this, there is 
reason to think that genetically caused racial brain size differences play a role in racial 
intelligence differences. 


Finally, the racial gap “looks” genetic based on how it changes over time, age, and 
geography. First, the Black- White— Asian IQ gap is seen all over the world. 
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Race and IQ Around th 


Race Region 

African Sub-Saharan Africa 

African The United States 

African England 

African The Netherlands 

African Israel Lynn (2006) 

African Latin America As mentioned earlier, the Black- White gap is 


also known to be present at age 3, and the 
Black- White IQ gap did not converge at all between 1920 and 1970 even though the 
social inequality between the races declined markedly between 1920 and 1970. This 
basic pattern of data is what we would expect if the underlying cause of the gap was 
genetic and makes explanations which appeal to environmental variables which impact 
people later in life, or are particular to a specific set of countries, unlikely. 


In summary, there are many lines of evidence which converge on racial intelligence 
differences having a partially genetic cause. This doesn’ t mean they are entirely 
caused by genes. They aren' t. But it does mean that genes are an important factor 
which we should not ignore. 


ENVIRONMENTAL CAUSES 


To drive home the point that I am not proposing purely genetic explanation of racial 
intelligence differences, I’ m going to briefly mention two environmental factors which 
I do think are involved. This isn’ t an exhaustive list, but it shows that I really don’ t 
think racial IQ gaps are 100% heritable. 


Child abuse has been shown to negatively impact IQ and, unfortunately, child abuse is 
more common among African Americans than it is among Whites. This accounts for a 
small proportion of the Black- White IQ gap in America. I’ ve written about this in 
more detail here. 

There is also good evidence that breastfeeding raises IQ and African Americans are 
less likely than White Americans to breastfeed. This too likely contributes to the 
Black- White IQ gap in America. 


Of course, none of this negates, or is mutually exclusive with, the positive evidence for 
a partially genetic cause. Rather, the take away is that a complex mix of genes and the 
environment account for racial intelligence differences. Given the strength of the 
genetic evidence and the high heritability of IQ in the general population, I am inclined 
to think that racial intelligence differences are at least 50% heritable if not more so, 
but that still leaves room for plenty of other causes. 


CONCLUSION 

This article is meant as an introduction to the hereditarian case on race and IQ. A more 
comprehensive set of articles can be found here for those who require further 
evidence. If the case presented here was compelling to you, here is what I consider to 
be the key take away: racial inequalities are probably a permanent feature of society 
that we' ll have to learn to deal with and they are not anybody' s fault. If society can 
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internalize that truth, we will have made real progress towards understanding 


ourselves as a species. 


THE VALIDITY OF IQ TESTS 


IQ TESTING IN GENERAL 
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Out of labor force for 1 month 
Had an illegitimate chil d 

Lives in Poverty 

Was ever incarcerated 
Welfare recipient 

High School Dropout 
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So, what’ s the point of IQ 
tests? Well, they can 
predict lots of life 
outcomes. Here is a table 
from page 65 “The 
Scientific American Book 
of the Brain" . It shows the 
percentages of each IQ 
bracket and their life 
outcomes. 


J3u-11U 11U-125 125+ 
15 14 10 

8 4 2 

6 2 

3 1 2 

8 1 2 

6 0.4 0.6 


IQ is a better predictor of job performance than lots of things. From Schmidt and 
Hunter, they looked at the correlation between job performance ratings given by co— 
workers with various metrics to figure out what best predicts subjectively assessed 
work performance. The best prediction was a work sample test, followed by a 


structured interview and IQ test: 


rt EUILLUT 

Work Sample Tests 
Structured Interview 
GMA (IQ) 

Integrity Tests 
Conscienti ousness Tests 
Unstructured Interview 
Job Knowledge Test 
Job Tryout 

Peer Ratings 

Reference Checks 

Job Experience 

Years of Education 


velia) 
54 
oo 
ea | 
AL 
ii 
.38 
.48 
44 
49 
.26 
.18 
.10 


They also did a review of job performance 


studies : 
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Freaictor 

Ability Com posite (IQ) 
Job Tryout 

Biographical Inventory 
Reference Check 
Experience 

Interview 

Training and Experience Ratings 
Academic Achievement 
Education 

Interest 

Age 


Vallaity 
in 
44 


-.D1 


# OT studies 
425 
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Tarmo Strenze reviewed 
a series of longitudinal 
studies that compared 
how various life factors 
correlated with education 
level, income and 


occupation. The average sample size for each group is 97,083, which is the largest 
average sample size in any psychological study I have ever seen. 


In all three groups, IQ was a better predictor for education level, occupation level, and 


income than any other factor. 


Similarly, In the paper “Intelligence and School Grades: A meta-analysis” , Bettina 
Roth and co did a meta- analysis of data from more than 200 samples totalling 
105,185 students, and shows that IQ tests strongly correlated with grades at 0.54. 
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LOrreiation witn eaucation level So even if you are not 
convinced that IQ measures 
IQ .49 "intelligence" , it obviously 
Grades .48 measures something, and this 
SES Index Ad thing is of practical 
Fathers Education .40 importance. That said, there 
Mother's Education .37 are some reasons to believe 
Father's Occupation .34 that IQ tests measure 
Parental Income .29 intelligence. 


IQ PROBABLY MEASURES 
"INTELLIGENCE" 


Correlation with occupation level (as defined in the paper) 


Q Al We know that IQ tests 
Grades 33 measure intelligence because 
SES Index 30 IQ tests correlate with peer 
Father's Occupation .28 and self-rated intelligence. 
Fathers Education — .27 For instance, in Denissen et 


al. 2011 489 college students 
were divided into 20 groups 
which studied together for a 
period of one year. At the end 
of this year, subjects were 
asked to rate how intelligent 
their group mates were on a 
'/ —point scale ranging from 
“not intelligent” to “very 


Mother's Education .24 
Parental Income 19 


Correlation with income level 
IQ d 


Fathers Education — .16 
Father's Occupation .16 


Parental Income .16 intelligent" . It was found that 
SES Index AS the better a subject did on an 
Mother's Education .13 IQ test the smarter their group 
Grades 11 mates thought they were. 


Palhusand Morgan 1997 found similar results and also showed that the correlation 


between peer rated intelligence and IQ increased the longer the peer knew the person 
being tested. They had 5 group discussion sections, and in the first section, found that 
in the first session, intelligence ratings were almost entirely a function of how much 
people talked. By the Fifth session, it was almost entirely a function of the person’ s 
IQ - so talking a lot only increases perceived “intelligence” above IQ in the short 
term. 

Similarly, Bail nd Hatch 1 showed that intelligence rated by people’ s close 
friends correlated with their IQ and Bailey and Mattetal 1977 found the same was true 
of spouses. 

A significant body of research has also shown that IQ tests predict how intelligent 
people rate themselves as being (Paulhus, Lysy, and Yik 1998, Angelo and James 
1977, and Reilly and Mulhern 1995). Clearly then, the smarter a person thinks they 


are, and the smarter their friends think they are, the better they tend to do on IQ tests. 


So, in summary, IQ tests predict life outcomes better than several factors commonly 
recognized to predict life outcomes, such as what your parents are like and how good 
your grades are. And IQ predicts one’ s subjective perception of a person’ s 
intelligence the longer you interact with them. 
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CULTURAL BIAS IN IQ TESTS 


One frequent lay argument against IQ test results is that they are culturally biased in 
favour of whites. This has some superficial plausibility, especially with some 

"obviously" biased questions. But intelligence researchers generally no longer treat 
bias as a serious argument, and for fairly straightforward reasons. 


VIEWS OF THE FIELD 
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A 2008 paperentitled "Survey of opinions on the primacy of g and social 


consequences of ability testing: A comparison of expert and non- expert views” 
detailed the results of researchers Charles Reeve and Jennifer Charles contacting 99 
intelligence “experts” and "non-expert' applied psychologists’ views on multiple 
questions about cognitive abilities tests. 


Subjects Not Biased Biased 
“Experts” 73.3% 13.3% 
"Non-Experts" 5196 29.296 


They found that 73.3% of the “experts” believed that Cognitive Ability Tests (IQ 
tests) did not have any racial bias, as did 5196 of the "non- experts" , compared to 
6.7% of “experts” and 29.2% of “non-experts” who believed the tests were 
racially biased. 


As far back as 1982, a panel from The National Research Council and The National 
Academy of Sciences conducted an investigation of bias in mental testing, and 
concluded that cultural bias explained virtually none of the racial variance in IQ scores. 
In 1996, the American Psychological Association formed a panel, and it resulted in the 
publication entitled "Intelligence: Knowns and Unknowns' which concluded 
"Considered as predictors of future performance, the tests do not seem to be biased 
against African Americans." 
In 1994, following the release of The Bell Curve, 52 intelligence researchers authored 
a document entitled "Mainstream Science on Intelligence” laying out 25 postulates 
that they believed to represent mainstream science on intelligence. 


The 5th postulate was “Intelligence tests are not culturally biased against American 
blacks or other native—born, English-speaking peoples in the U.S. Rather, IQ scores 
predict equally accurately for all such Americans, regardless of race and social class. 
Individuals who do not understand English well can be given either a nonverbal test or 
one in their native language." 


All of this doesn’ t necessarily mean IQ tests aren’ t culturally biased, but it should 
give one pause when people from the Universities say that something that everyone 
wants to be racially biased - isn' t racially biased. 


EAST ASIANS 


One natural experiment on the “cultural bias” of IQ tests involves East Asians. East 
Asians actually score higher than Europeans and European Americans in all sorts of 
environments. 


This is seen in 14 studies around the world where East Asians live in European- 
majority countries, including adoption studies, a whole host of IQ test data and IQ test 
proxies in the United States, international IQ tests and international test scores, and 
the idea that this is down to genetics is supported by the frequency of specific genes 
associated with intelligence, and in rates of near—sightedness which is associated 
with nonverbal IQ and has a heritability of 0.42. 


SUBJECTIVE ANALYSIS OF "CULTURAL BIAS" 


A straightforward way to analyse test bias is to assemble a bunch of “experts” in 
various fields, show them questions, have them rate which ones they think are more or 
less biased, and then compare these ratings to the actual results. 
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A paper in 1987 by Frank McGurk and Arthur Jensen documented just that, and 
described their method thusly: 

^A panel of 78 judges, including professors of psychology and sociology, educators, 
professional workers in counselling and guidance, and graduate students in these 
fields, were asked to classify each of the 226 test items into one of three categories: I, 
least cultural; II, neutral; III, most cultural." 


In the results, they found that the black and white test score difference was 
significantly larger for questions which were judged to be the least cultural and the 
lowest for questions judged to be the most cultural. 


PREDICTIVE VALIDITY 

This isa “pinch test” for the validity of these tests - do these tests show higher 
white scores disproportionate to life outcomes? Well, the College Board (which is in 
charge of the SAT) tracked test-takers and college GPA, and found that the SAT 
scores actually slightly overpredicted black and Hispanic SAT scores relative to 
whites. 

Similarly, inthe paper “Role of mental abilities and mental tests in explaining high— 
school grades” , Jeffrey Cucina found that IQ tests administered in high school slightly 
overpredicted black and Hispanic GPAs relative to whites. 


But in the differences in both cases were not substantial. 


RANK-ORDER DIFFICULTY 


The McGuirk study mentioned above also looked at the questions both groups got 
wrong. In it they found that blacks and whites had exactly the same order of hardest to 
least difficult questions. 


Moreover, the correlation between how often whites got a question wrong to how often 
blacks got a question wrong as a function of total score was 0.95. 


Earlier studies from the 1970s found scores ranging from .94 to .99. 


In terms of which questions blacks and whites find the most difficult, it’ s almost 
exactly the same. If there were biased questions against blacks, you would expect 
those questions to be much harder for Blacks than for Whites. But this is not what we 
see. 
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MULTIPLE INTELLIGENCE, CREATIVITY AND EMOTIONAL INTELLIGENCE 


DESCRIPTION OF 
MULTIPLE 


Smart 


LJ 
M | Picture 


Smart 
MULTIPLE 


INTELLIGENCES 


@ (een cs 


INTELLIGENCES VS. GENERAL INTELLIGENCE (“G”) 


The dominant paradigm for intelligence in psychology is the “general intelligence 
factor” along with individual intelligences. In a sense, the dominant viewpoint already 
embraces “multiple intelligences” to a degree. The dominant view does notreject 
specific domains. 

Howard Gardner, in 1983, put forward a theory of “multiple intelligences” which 
included 7 "intelligence modalities" - musical, visual, verbal, logical, bodily — 
kinaesthetic, interpersonal and intrapersonal (self-reflective). 


In 1995, he added “naturalistic intelligence" , and in 1999 he added “spiritual / 
existential intelligence" . 


In an interview, Gardner describes his theory thusly: 

"The theory is a critique of the standard psychological view of intellect: that there is 
a single intelligence, adequately measured by IQ or other short answer tests. Instead, 
on the basis of evidence from disparate sources, I claim that human beings have a 
number of relatively discrete intellectual capacities. IQ tests assess linguistic and 
logical -mathematical intelligence, and sometimes spatial intelligence; and they are a 
reasonably good predictor of who will do well in a 20th (note: NOT 21st) century 
secular school.” ++ “Belief in multiple intelligences theory implies that human beings 


possess several relatively independent computers; strength in one computer does not 
predict strength (or weakness) with other computers. Put concretely, one might have 
high (or low) spatial intelligence and yet that does not predict whether one will have 
high (or low) musical or interpersonal intelligence.” 

Now first off Gardner incorrectly describes the standard view. Nobody, not Jensen, 
Murray, Herrnstein, Gottfriedson, has claimed “intelligence” was a single thing, just 
that there exists a “general intelligence factor” underlying all of the individual 
domains. This is a very important distinction that Gardner confuses. 


He' s also just factually incorrect about his claim that IQ does not predict school 
grades past the year 2000. 


53|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


But those two falsehoods aside, this throws down his disagreements: Gardner 
*basically* denies any general intelligence factor, whereas mainstream intelligence 
researchers contend that intelligence is BOTH general and specialized. 


DIFFICULTY IN ASSESSING THE THEORY 


One of the major difficulties in assessing “multiple intelligences” is that Gardner is 
opposed to psychometric testing - and so we have no way to measure "multiple 
intelligences” . 


Gardner admitted that “MI theory has few enthusiasts among psychometricians or 


others of a traditional psychological background” because they require “psychometric 
or experimental evidence that allows one to prove the existence of the several 
intelligences. " 

The Textbook “Introducing Neuro- educational Research: Neuroscience, Education 
and the Brain from Contexts to Practice" classifies multiple intelligences as a 
pseudoscience because it is unfalsifiable (there' s no way to show it’ s wrong) and 
doesn' t make any predictions. 


For example, how can one say that “musical ability” operates totally independently 
from “mathematical ability” when Gardner opposes any standardized testing of those 
things? 


NEUROIMAGING EVIDENCE SUPPORTS MAINSTREAM PSYCHOLOGY 


The 2010 paper entitled “Gray matter correlates of cognitive ability tests used for 
vocational guidance” looked at brain activation in people when performing various 
cognitive tasks. And in it the researchers found that some tasks correlated with 
specific regions of the brain, whereas others did not correlate with specific regions and 
can then be said to be more generalized: 

“These observations are based on qualitative comparisons, but they illustrate the 
potential value of examining separate indices of performance. There are also 
meaningful results at the levels of group factors and g, and so It appears that analysis 
of all three levels is important for understanding brain/cognitive relationships [28].The 
results for g are consistent with other findings, especially the P—FIT model of brain 
areas hypothesized to underlie general intelligence [9] and are detailed elsewhere 
[11]. Specifically, for the other factors, in this sample, Speed of Reasoning and 
Memory showed relatively strong grey matter correlates. The two individual tests for 
the Speed of Reasoning factor showed different patterns and both contributed to the 
factor pattern. For the Memory factor, both tests showed similar results. One test in 
the Spatial factor was informative (PF) and the other not so much. Neither test in the 
Numerical factor showed informative grey matter correlates.” 

The paper also had some images of the brain activation (shown on the following 
pages): 
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Positive Negative 
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e elle 

i And so, the neuroimaging 

£2 «c R data brings up some very 

regionally specific tasks, 

gi e ak some tasks so 
- generalized that there' s 


g almost no neural 
correlate to be found, 
and also a theory about a 
set of regions of the brain that aren’ t task specific, but underly a general intelligence 
- Le. specific regions that have a big impact on general intelligence. 


Gardner’ s ideas about completely separate intelligences isn’ t even mentioned. It 
doesn' t even come into it. 


Lynn Waterhouse also mentioned neuroimaging research in response to “multiple 
intelligences" 


"Taken together the evidence for the intercorrelations of subskills of IQ measures; 
the evidence for a shared set of genes associated with mathematics, reading, and g; 
and the evidence for shared and overlapping “What is it?” and “Where is it?” 
neural processing pathways and shared neural pathways for language, music, motor 
skills, and emotions suggest that it is unlikely that that each of Gardner' s 
intelligences could operate “via a different set of neural mechanisms” (Gardner, 
1999, p. 99)” 

Now just because the brain physiologically is both generalized and specific doesn' t 
*necessarily* mean function is also both generalized and specific. But it probably does. 


IQ SUBTESTS CORRELATE WITH EACH OTHER 
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In addition to physical generalization of intelligence in the brain as seen from brain 
scans, there is also the fact that IQ subtests correlate with each other. In fact, one of 
the points made by Arthur Jensen in “The g Factor” was that proficiency at almost 
any task that takes some thinking is correlated with proficiency at all other tasks that 
take some thinking. 


Table 19.1 from the paper “Cognitive and Neurobiological Mechanisms of the Law 
of General Intelligence" , one of the things Christopher Chabris did was show the 
correlations between subtest scores for individuals taking the Wechsler Adult 
Intelligence Scale - Revised (WAIS-R): 


V S I C PA BD A PC DSp OA g 
Vocab. - = - - - = = z E - 0.83 
Similarities 0.67 x = = = = = = = = 0.8 
Information 0.72 0.59 = = = - = = = = 0.8 
Comprehension 0.7 0.58 0.59 E Z = = " = = 0.75 
Picture 
Arrangement 0.51 0.53 0.5 0.42 = - = = = - 0.7 
Block Design 0.45 0.46 0.45 0.39 0.43 - = " = = 0.7 
Arithmetic 0.48 0.43 0.55 0.45 0.41 044 = z = - 0.68 
Picture 
Completion 0.49 052 052 046 048 0.45 03  - : : 0.68 
Digit Span 0.46 0.4 0.36 0.36 (0.31 0.32 047 0.23 - - 0.56 
Object 
Assembly 0.32 04 032 0.29 0.36 0.58 033 0.41 O14 - 0.56 
Digit Symbol 0.32 0.33 0.26 0.3 0.28 0.36 0.28 0.26 (0.27 0.25 0.48 


The paper isn’ t even about this, it’ s just mentioning this fact in relation to something 
else the author is talking about. 


Now the question of HOW generalized intelligence is, or HOW specific and independent 
the individual domains are from each other - what does “g” mean - that is another 
topic. 


& » 


Gardner doesn’ t deny the statistical reality of “g” , but merely hand— waves it away, 
saying: 


“We do not really understand what is measured by ‘g? —it could be anything from 
sheer intellect to motivation to skill in following instructions to the ability to shift 
facilely from one kind of problem to another. * 

Of course, this criticism could be used to deny the results of literally any psychometric 
test, as one could always just claim “effort is variable" . 


And as. shown previously, IQ is a better predictor of occupation and income than either 
grades, parental education or parental income. So, does Gardner think that the people 
who put in the effort to get good grades DON' T put in the effort to get higher IQs? 
Given that job and income are going to be directly influenced by grades and effort on 
the job that produce grades - why then would we see people with higher IQs who get 
worse grades - do they Just so happen to put in effort on the IQ test but not in school 
elsewhere? 


The problem is that Gardner exists in a state of superposition, and it’ s hard to pin 
down his opposition to “g” . He’ san intelligence researcher - so does he deny the 
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correlation with life outcomes? Does he deny the heritability of IQ? Does he deny the 
correlation with perceptions of intelligence? 


So, I have arguments here that attack his position as if he does not believe in “g” , but 


then he’ ll say he does believe in “g” and that it could be innate. It’ s difficult to 
argue against Gardner because he is so vague: 


"Those involved in standard psychometrics are almost always critical of the theory; 
among those psychologists who are not psychometricians, there 1s openness to the 
expansion of the concept and measurement of intelligence.” 

Gardner is opposed to measuring intelligence, practically speaking. He gives some 
theoretical situation in which he would approve of an intelligence test but admits that 
those requirements would almost never be met. And as for “expansion of the 
concept' - naturalistic intelligence? Spiritual intelligence? Moral intelligence? Why 
not just describe everything humans do and call it an “intelligence” ? How about 

“colour intelligence" or “persuasion intelligence” or “teaching intelligence" ? 


Sure, you are “expanding” your conception of intelligence by including things that 
are not measured, cannot be tested and do not predict anything. 


“Still, psychologists like neat measures of their constructs and there is frustration 
that the “new” intelligences are not as readily measured as the standard ones” 
Forget “neat measures” - how about ANY measure! 


CONCLUSION ON MULTIPLE INTELLIGENCE 


Really the point of this post is for people who cite “multiple intelligences” as an 
argument against IQ. A lot of them hear “multiple intelligences” and imagine that this 
is in opposition to the other idea which is that intelligence is just one thing. Nobody 
believes that, the fact that there exist tests on which “g” is less than 100% of the 
score is evidence of this fact. In the analysis above, “g” only correlates with each 


subtest at .685, not 1.000. 


A1. EMOTIONAL INTELLIGENCE 


Emotional Intelligence is not much more than big—five personality and IQ. Its 
correlation with an IQ test was found to be .454. However when scores on the “Big 
Five" personality traits (Neuroticism, Extroversion, Openness to Experience, 
Agreeableness, Conscientiousness) are used as well, the correlation between 
Emotional Intelligence and (Big 5 + IQ) was found to be 0.617. 

However, the no test is completely reliable. Reliability simply refers to the correlation 
between a person’ s test score at two different times. The test-retest correlation for 
IQ tests is about .87, which means it’ s difficult to ever get a correlation higher than . 
87 in reality. If you were to take multiple groups of people and give them IQ tests at 
two different times, the correlation between the scores at the two times would be 
around .87 - sometimes higher, sometimes lower. 


Anyway, when the unreliability of both the Emotional Intelligence score and the Big 5 / 
IQ composite were controlled for, the correlation rose to .806. To the extent 
intelligence is generalized, we would also expect emotional intelligence to be partly a 
function of general intelligence. 
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So sure, an “emotional intelligence” scale, test and score does exist (far more than 
can be said for Gardner' s ideas), but it doesn' t deviate much from already existing 
scales. 


A 2010 meta- analysis which, among other things, compared EQ to job performance, 
showed that EQ only .052 independent predictive power from IQ, which had .328. Just 
one of the Big 5 measures, conscientiousness, had a predictive power of .051. 

In addition, a 1999 paper found that one’ s EQ- i score had almost no impact on 
grades. 

EQ' s job performance predictive power is impressive AS AN IQ SUBTEST. Which is 
to say, if EQ is treated as just another kind of intelligence not measured by IQ tests. 
But to say it’ s more important than IQ is silly both because EQ is in part a function of 


oo” 


g ,and because it as a matter of fact matters a lot less. 


But the real reason EQ is brought up is to deny the importance of IQ and group 
differences. This won' t work, because not only do whites score better on EI than 
blacks, but since EQ is largely based on self-report, and blacks lie on surveys more 
than whites do, the “real EQ” gap is probably larger than the 0.34 SD in that paper 
anyway. 


A2. CREATIVITY 


One odd argument is that IQ doesn’ t measure creativity. Intuitively, you’ d think it 
would. In order to create something novel and useful, you have to understand how the 
world works and how other things work. People who invent things, or design 

new engines, new ways to drill for oil, new ways to manufacture things, how to manage 
traffic or parking - these people all SEEM to have high IQs. 


Given the hazards of measuring creativity, one study attempted to do that. What they 
did was give the subjects some objects, such as a can, a knife and a hairdryer, and 
asked them how they would use these objects to do various things, like "what can 
make noise?” and “what could one use for quicker locomotion?” . 

The responses were then rated for their creativity by a panel of four students, whose 
answers correlated with each other at 0.80. 


It was found that the rated originality of the top two answers a person gave was 
correlated with their IQ at 0.36, the average originality of their answers correlated at 
0.35, and the “ideational fluency” correlated with IQ at 0.22. 


I personally don’ t know what to make of any of this, since “creativity” is so 
subjective. I would be interested in having an “objective” creativity test like “find 
your way out of this box with a paperclip and a string" , as it would test one' s ability 
to solve a real problem in a novel way - as opposed to “I can make noises with a 
knife like a harmonica” and the rater going “oh wow that’ s really creative!” . 


Now you could call a modern artist, or a blogger writing about their troubles as a black 
woman, or achild’ s stick figures “creative” . Or define creativity as “new 
connections made by that person” . But there’ s nothing real to base any of that on. 
Because those things don’ t try to solve problems, we can’ t say if they are correct or 
incorrect. 


For example, if someone tries to make a blender that generates more torque with less 
electricity, but fails, okay, that’ s a failed attempt at being creative. Someone who 


59|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


tries to do that, and succeeds, that’ s a successful attempt at being creative. He was 
more creative. 


We can’ t quantify the precise relation between IQ and the unmeasurable essence of 
creativity, but we do see that the people who actually CREATE things that correctly 
deal with a problem do in fact have higher IQs. Moreover, the high IQ creators of things 
can very easily do the “creative” things that low IQ people do, but not the other way 
around. l.e. an engineer can create modern art or write about privilege and oppression, 
or babble about brains in vats and Chinese rooms, but the opposite is not true. 


And in reality people who have higher IQs are probably, on average, just as much more 
creative than everyone else as their IQ is higher than everyone else' s; and this 
distinction between intelligence and creativity 1s baseless. 


A3. IQ ONLY MEASURES ONE'S SCORE ON AN IQ TEST / THE BRAIN IS COMPLICATED 


“Math tests only measure one’ s score on a math test” - see how stupid that 
sounds? Obviously a math test tests your ability to do math. 


Another argument against IQ is “the brain is complicated” argument. It usually 
involves a word salad referencing specific regions of the brain, how neurons work, and 
saying “how can you reduce all of that to a single number!!??" , 


Now nobody makes this argument when teams make athletes perform a series of lifts 
and agility drills to quantify how “strong” and “fast” they are. Sure, there are ~650 
skeletal muscles in the human body, and they use multiple metabolic pathways, and are 
influenced by hormones. 


And yet, with a series of lifts, that can all be reduced to a single number. And if you 
want to know more, you can look into each subtest - the squat, the dead lift, the 
power clean, the push- jerk. Just like with IQ you can look into each subtest to see 
how well they did there. 


And, as it happens, IQ tests predict grades and job performance quite well. 

That is the importance of “validity” . For an athletic combine test to be valid, it has to 
predict performance in the game somewhat. Of course, it’ s never a perfect predictor, 
but in general, football players who can push more iron and run faster are better than 
those who can’ t. And if you can’ t push a certain amount of iron, or are just slow, no 
amount of “game sense” or “x factor” will make you an elite athlete. 


And clearly there are things related to grades and job performance other than IQ - but 
a higher IQ is still massively better than a lower one. And if your IQ is 80, you 
probably won’ t be a chemical engineer. There is some “wiggle room” where people 
are able to do things beyond what their IQs would predict, just as some football players 
play at a level way above their combine stats - but there is a limit to that and the 
general trend holds. 


So, think of an IQ test as a series of mental lifts. 


CONCLUSION 


Now for some this is depressing, and that is a product of having unrealistic 
expectations of personal development. You can develop knowledge, and you can create 
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things, and learn to think scientifically and such, but for now, you are not going to 
increase your base intelligence. 


It’ s like articles about a new way to diet - if there was a proven, easy way, it would 
be generally known by now. Same with raising “base intelligence” , if it was known, 
that knowledge would be ubiquitous and applied universally. 


I talk about IQ all the time, but I don’ t think about mine at all. Why would I? I can’ t 
*really* increase it. 


Of course, I can learn to game the test and get my score up - but that’ s not really 
raising the underlying intelligence, just test-taking skill. There is so much more upside 
in creating THINGS, in leaving behind WORKS. 


Another problem with the denial of relatively fixed intelligence is that teachers believe 
the mythology that pure effort can make anyone an engineer. This causes teachers to 
push kids past their capacities, or at least to their limits where they are miserable, and 
to treat failure as a product of laziness. 
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THE IQ'S OF DIFFERENT GROUPS 


RACIAL IQ DIFFERENCES IN THE UNITED STATES 


Here I am going to go over the median IQs of the main races in the United States. 
There are 4 sources for this. 


The IQ Studies 

SAT scores 

ACT scores 

NAEP scores 

TIMMS and PISA scores 

And in this we will be looking at the scores for these racial categories - whites, 
blacks, Hispanics, Asians - and pacific islanders and American Indians where 
available. 


The SAT, ACT and NAEP tests are not IQ tests, but the SAT correlates very well with 
them, and the others are more like “pinch tests” , in that we can see if they align with 
the IQ test data. 


Ur oc es NOS dm 


One thing I do is convert the standardized tests that aren’ t IQ tests to “IQ notation” , 
which simply means converting the scores to a scale where the mean and median is 
100 and has standard deviations of 15. 


I am not claiming that these (SAT, ACT, NAEP, TIMMS and PISA) are IQ tests, I am 
simply showing the scores on them as they would be presented on an IQ scale using 
the standard deviations on those tests. 


For example, the TIMMS data in the US has a standard deviation of 70 and a mean / 
median of 541.5 for US whites. This means that a TIMMS score of 471.5 would equate 
to an IQ of 85 if we used US whites as the “norm” , and since US whites scored 
541.5, this means that a score of 541.5 would equate to an IQ of 100, while a score of 
401.5 would equate to an IQ of 70. 


If we were to “norm based off of the world average” , we would set the world 
average score which is 500 (which is by design) to an IQ of 100, and the global 
standard deviation of 100 (again by design) to 15. This would mean a score of 500 
would equate to an IQ of 100, a score of 400 would equate to an IQ of 85, and a score 
of 300 would equate to an IQ of 70. 


So, there can be HUGE differences in interpreting test scores depending on who is 
defined as “the norm” , not only in terms of what the median / mean is set to, but also 
how many points you have to deviate from the mean in raw score to deviate in IQ 
notation equivalent. 


And since we are talking about the United States, I am always going to set the 
“norm” as US Whites - which means that whatever US Whites score, that is defined 
as 100. 
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IQ STUDIES 


Richard Lynn assembled ZU Studies on 1/5 or rnspantics ving in Tne United stares: 


Location Age N IQ Name Year 

New Mexico 6-12 100 89 Sheldon 1924 

USA 6-12 367 87 Goodenough 1926 

California 6-13 2025 91 Jensen 1973 

California 6-12 644 90 Jensen 1974 

California 7-13 608 95 Jensen 1974 

California 6-11 597 83 Raven 1986 

Texas 6-11 434 94 Raven 1986 

Texas 9-12 404 84 Raven 1986 

USA 12-23 111 99 Thorndike 1986 

USA 3-18 550 87 Dunn 1988 

Puerto Rico — 8-15 2911 e4 Raven 1989 

Puerto Rico — 5-11 2400 83 Raven 1995 

USA 20-90 37 93 Kaufman 1992 

USA 14-22 3120 86 Hermstein & Murray 1994 The median 
USA 11-93 140 92 Kaufman 1994 for these 
USA 16-74 1736 88 Awiolio 1994 20 studies 
USA 6-16 242 91 Prifitera 1998 is 89, and 
Arizona 6-16 223 81 Reynolds 1999 the mean is 
USA 20-89 163 92 Kaufman 2002 88.9. 
USA Adults N/A 89 Roth 2001 


If you 
exclude Puerto Rico, the median is 89.5 and the mean is also 89.5. 


Slicing this data doesn? t change much. Even if you only include the two studies from 
the 2000 s, that yields a score of 90.5. And there is no noticeable trend. 


Roth? s meta- analysis, from 2001, had 105 studies with 6,246,729 participants, and it 
found the median IQ of “Hispanics” across a variety of tests to centre around 89. 
Regarding African IQ, the most comprehensive analysis I have found is from “Chuck” 
at Humanvarieties.org. He looked at 57 studies on the black- white IQ gap, and gave 
these as the gaps for each decade: 


Fre-l19bp08 LC 


1960s 17.55 
1970s 18.3 

1980s 14.55 
1990s 14.55 
2000s 15.0 


Chuck’ s full analysis with list of studies is available here: 


http://humanvarieties.org/2013/01/15/100— years—of-testing—-negro-intelligence/ 
One thing you should keep in mind is that the very first IQ test of blacks was done in 
1917, and this was to screen for possible officers for the US Army. The median black 
IQ on that test was 83. In the 10 most recent studies in Chuck' s list, which were all 
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after the year 2000, the average black IQ is 85.7 in those studies, and the median is 
85. This was also found by Richard Lynn. 


Richard Lynn did similar analyses for East Asians, Amerindians and Pacific Islanders in 
the United States. I will not copy them down here like I did with the Hispanics but will 
describe them here. 


For the East Asians, Lynn looked at 27 studies of East Asians in the United States 
(compared to 20 for Hispanics as seen above). The mean of these studies was 101.3, 
and the median was 101. 

For Pacific Islanders, Lynn had 4 studies of Pacific Islanders living in Hawaii and the 
mean IQ of those studies was 86.5, median 87. 


For the Amerindians, Lynn looked at 21 studies. The mean was 86 and the median was 
90. 


SAT SCORES 


The SAT correlates with an IQ test at 0.86, almost the same as an IQ test correlates 
with itself. For this reason, we can very reliably take SAT scores and convert them to 
IQ scores. 


NICAL DAML SUOICSILZULIJ 


Race Verbal VIQ Math MIO Total SATIO 
White 529 113 534 114 1063 113.3 
“Asian” 525 112 598 123 1123 117.6 
Black 431 99 428 98 859 98.5 
Mexican 448 101 457 103 905 101.9 
Puerto Rican 456 102 449 101 905 101.9 
Other “hispanic” 449 101 457 103 906 102 


“American Indian” 481 106 482 106 963 106.1 


SATIO scores when white score is set to 100: 


White 100 

“Asian” 104.3 

Black 852 The big question with 

Mezican 89 6 SAT score data is that 

PR 29 6 it uses elite samples. Is 
. one group more or less 

Meis M d elite than another? Well, 


for whites, blacks and 
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Hispanics not compared to each other, but the “Asians” are far less elite than any of 
those 3. 


racial groups by vo OI 16-1» year olds and vo OI DAL Takers: 


% of 18-19 year olds % of test takers Relative SAT-Population 
White NH 55.1% 47.196 0.854 
Black 15.1% 12.9% 0.854 
Asian 4.3% 12.4% 2.884 
Hispanic 23.1% 19.0% 0.822 


What this means is that blacks and whites take the SAT at almost exactly same rate 
for their 18-—19—-year-—old population, which means that the SAT scores are 
*probably* representative relative to each other. 


Now it could be that the whites who take the SAT are a dumber slice of the white 
population than the blacks who take the SAT are, or vice- versa. But the error— 
minimizing assumption is that they are “similar slices” from each group. 


The “Hispanic” scores are only *likely to be* slightly elite, while the “Asian” 
scores represent a much broader cross-section of their number, and they are still on 
top. 

This black-white SAT score gap has been persistent at least since 1986. From 1986 
to 2013, the average math + verbal SAT for whites has been 1058.40, while the 
average for blacks has been 856.47, remarkably close to the 2015 scores of 1063 to 
859, which roughly translate to IQs of 113 and 98. 


SAI score averages trom 1986 to 2015: 


White Verbal 527.11 

White Math 531.29 

Black Verbal 430.71 

Black Math — 425.76 And we know that, at least in 2015, the white 
test-takers and black test-takers both probably 

represented a similarly “elite” cut of their racial groups, and both each year regularly 

score almost exactly 13 points above the “conventional IQs” of their blacks and 

whites, which are 85 and 100 respectively. 


Based on SAT score data, the median IQ of African- Americans is probably 85, 
“Hispanics” are probably 88, 90 if you just use math. 


It’ s also important to distinguish the math and verbal scores to show that blacks 
actually do relatively better on verbal than on math, which is one of numerous 
disproof s of “cultural bias” . 
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ACT SCORES 


There is no direct source I know of that converts ACT to IQ test scores. However, the 
ACT to SAT equivalents are well known, and the SAT equivalent can be converted to 
an IQ score, giving us an “ACTIQ” . 


IVICAILJA*S D 2UOICS. 


2014 ACT Score “ ACTIQ" 2010 ACT Score “ ACTIQ” 
White 22.3 111.78 22.3 111.78 
Black 17.0 96.43 16.9 96.14 
Hispanic 18.8 101.93 18.6 101.35 
Asian 23.5 115.25 23.4 114.97 
Pacific Islander 18.6 101.35 - 


Racial groups by % of 18-19 year olds and % of ACT takers: 


% of 18-19 year olds % of test takers Relative ACT Population 
White 55.1% 56.26% 1.021 
Black 15.1% 13.09% 0.867 
Astan 4.3% 4.35% 1.012 
Hispanic 23.1% 15.24% 0.660 


The differences in relative populations of races taking the ACT may be a function of 
regionality more than the eliteness of the test-takers. 


IQ estimates from the ACT by group with the white score set to 100: 


ZU 14 FAUB ES! 
White 100 100 
Black 84.65 84 36 
Hispanic 90.15 39.57 
Pacific Islander 89.57 : NAEP DATA 


The NAEP is a government- issued 
achievement test. While it is not a psychometric test, it is designed to have a standard 
deviation of 35. Since IQ tests have a standard deviation of 15, we can make an 

“NAEPIQ” equivalent by setting the white score to 100 and converting the other 
races’ scores to IQ based on a standard deviation of 15. 


This “NAEPIQ” doesn’ t necessarily mean IQ, as NAEP scores are not the same as 
an IQ test. Converting it to “IQ score notation” is just a different way of presenting 
the exact same data so long as you know the standard deviations. 
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If you wanted, you could take 40— yard dash times, find the standard deviation of the 
times, and come up witha "40—yard dash IQ" . That’ s literally all I m doing, but 
with the NAEP data. 


NAEP Math Age 1/ 
2012 2008 2004 1999 1996 1994 1992 1990 1986 1982 1978 


“Asian” 322 321 315 320 313 317 320 311 316 313 317 
White 314 314 311 315 313 312 312 309 308 304 306 
Hispanic 294 293 292 293 292 291 292 284 283 277 276 
Black 288 287 284 283 286 286 286 289 279 272 268 


NAEP Reading Age 17 
2012 2008 2004 1999 1996 1994 1992 1990 1988 1984 1980 


“Asian” 299 295 294 290 à 284 288 289 291 289 284 284 
White 295 295 289 295 295 296 297 297 295 295 293 
Hispanic 214 269 267 2171 265 263 271 275 271 268 261 
Black 269 266 262 264 266 266 261 267 274 264 243 


The NAEP by design has a standard deviation of 35. With the white score set to 100, 
we can come up with “NAEPIQ” by race and year: 


JA S1all W IOLE Iuspant Diauvr. 
1978-1980 100.9 100 96.9 81.46 
198241984 99.9 100 88.4 96.32 
198641988 101 100 89.6 89.3 
1990 100 100 89.7 89.3 
1992 100 100 90.2 86.7 
1994 99.5 100 88.6 87.9 
1996 98 100 89.2 o8 
1999 100.4 100 90.1 96.6 
2004 100.4 100 88.8 97.9 
2008 101.6 100 90 88.2 
2012 102.7 100 91.3 88.9 


The NAEP shows a much smaller black-white gap in terms of standard deviations than 
the SAT, ACT or the IQ studies, regardless of the year. One explanation for this is 
that, because funding is often tied to scores, black schools fudge exclude a large 
proportion of their students from the test. 


No sample for a study is ever perfect, but there is reason to believe that low— 
performing ( “urban” ) school districts would cheat, and there is evidence that they 
have in fact done so. I am not making a moral statement, in fact I support them and 
believe standards should be based on racial composition of the school, I am merely 
saying that this would bias the data to lower the black-white gap. 


However, the NAEP isn’ t an IQ test anyway, and in theory tests “achievement” , and 
since that should be more under the influence of environment than “native 
intelligence" is, a hereditarian would expect the black-white gaps to be smaller on 
achievement tests than on tests of native intelligence. 


Which is what we see here. 
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The B-W Gap over time 


The SAT, NAEP and IQ studies all show a similar pattern: a narrowing of black- white 
IQ scores from 1973 to 1986, and then flatlining from that point. In fact there is IQ data 
that goes back to 1917 where the US Army issued a nation— wide standardized test, 
and found a black IQ of 83 to the white 100. 


The NAEP only deviates from the SAT and IQ studies in its “final resting place” for 
black IQ, which is roughly 89, whereas the IQ studies and SAT put it at 85. 


The IQs of racial groups in the United States based on all of the data presented here: 


NAEP ZUUd-ZUITZ ACT DAL 1Q studies All combined 
“Asians” 101.6 103.47 104.3 101.3 102.67 
Whites 100 100 100 100 100 
American Indians - - 92.8 88 90.4 
Pacific Islander - 89.57 - 67 88.25 
Hispanics 90.0 90.15 88.6 89 89.44 
Blacks 88.3 84.65 85.2 85 85.79 


At the moment this is taking into account whatever genetic makeup goes into these 
categories, especially “Hispanics” . For now, we are just looking at the IQs of these 
as categories, agnostic as to their genetic distinctiveness. 


TIMSS AND PISA DATA 


TIMSS stands for “Trends in International Math and Science Study” and gave a 
standard test to 42 countries on math and science. PISA stands for “Program for 
International Student Assessment” and gave atest for reading, math and science for 
65 countries. 
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LIVIS scores by Race inthe United states ZUTI 


Raw Score IQ Conversion Renormed to US W hites* 
Asians 562 109.3 104.4 
Whites 541.5 106.2 100 
Overall 517 102.55 94.7 
Hispanics 489 98.3 88.7 
Blacks 467.5 95,1 84.1 


PISA Scores by Race in the United States 2012 


Raw Score IQ Conversion Renormed to US W hites* 
Asians 548 107.2 104.5 
Whites 518 102.7 100 
Overall 492 98.8 96.1 
Hispanics 465 94.75 92.05 
Blacks 434 90.1 87.55 


'The IQ conversion for PISA and TIMMS scores were based on the US white standard 
deviation of 100, as that is the global norm. 


*However, when normed based on US Whites (yes the US white SD happened to be a 
round number), the standard deviation used is 70 for TIMMS and 98 for PISA, which 
are lower than the global PISA and TIMMS standard deviations of 100. However I just 
used a SD of 100 for the PISA scores, it will make the racial gaps slightly smaller, but 
the math was easier. 


When comparing racial groups in the US in the context of other standardized tests 
WITHIN the US, using US standard deviations is appropriate. 


If you used global standard deviations, which are much larger, this would reduce the 
racial gaps in the standardized- tests to IQ conversion, unless of course we changed 
the standard deviation of IQ to what it actually is outside of the United States (which 
would be something like 20 instead of 15). 


CONCLUSION 
This part is where I give my opinion. 


My estimate for the median IQs of various races in the US and the simple average of 
all 6 data sources next to it., based on all of the above data plus some stuff in other 
posts on this site, leads me to these estimates: 


Asians 103.3 (103.26) 
Whites 100 (100) 
Hispanics 90 (89.75) 
Blacks 85 (85.8) 
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Pacific Islanders 90 
American Indians 92 
Indian- Americans 106 


For the first four I am very confident. For the next three I am less confident as it 1s 
based on less data. 


I estimate the black IQ at 85 and not 86 because I discount the NAEP data. Removing 
the NAEP data gives a raw black number of 85.3, and the median of the 6 sources of 
data gives a black number of 85.495. But this is just my opinion, all the data is sourced. 


I was so thorough with this, because unless you literally shove the readers’ face in 
this data, he will not believe how shockingly consistent the racial gaps are on all kinds 
of cognitive tests, and how little it matters what year it’ s done and what test it is. 


It’ s vital to have a very good understanding of what the basic data actually is, so that 
when we start arguing causality, you have an idea of what “gaps” we’ re talking 
about and how overwhelmingly well-established they are. 


EAST ASIAN IQ 


One of the major arguments against hereditarianism is the claim that East Asians' 
higher IQs than Europeans is merely a result of effort and are in fact an example of 
effort raising the IQ of an entire group by about 4 points relative to 100, which is 
presumably what they would score if they were as “lazy” as Europeans. 


There are 3 reasons to be highly sceptical of this claim: 
1. The results of East Asian adoption studies 


2. The global patterns of East Asian IQ scores and low verbal IQ relative to their other 
Scores 


3. Facts strongly suggestive of genetic causation of the White— Asian differences - 
such as myopia, the scores of mixed- race East Asians and specific gene variants East 
Asians have compared to Europeans. 


ADOPTION STUDIES 
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Results of four adoption studies: 


Country Age Asian Score Number Reference 
Holland T 108 36 Stams 2000 
Belgium 10 110 19 Frydman 1989 
USA 3—4 115 25 Clark and Hanisee 1982 
USA 8-12 119.58 43 Gildea 1992 
Results from Winick 1975 
Group IQ Number 

"Malnourished" 102 36 

"Moderately 
nourished" 106 38 

^Well nourished" 112 37 


Children were admitted at Holt Adoption Service, and were in three groups: 


1 - Malnourished: below 3" percentile in height and weight 

2 - Moderately nourished: 3" to 24" percentile in height and weight 

3 - Well-Nourished: 25" percentile plus 

'The fact that these adopted East Asians perform at or better than East Asians raised 
by East Asian parents calls into question the value of that parenting. It’ s possible that 
some adoptive parents provide the same kind of intensive environment that the East 
Asian parents create, but there' s no particular reason to believe that. Especially five 
times in a row. 


A GLOBAL PATTERN AND SUBTESTS 

'The IQs of racial groups in the United States, including East Asians, has been covered 
in detail here. 

This includes data from the NAEP, TIMSS, PISA, ACT and IQ tests, that puts the East 
Asians in the US at 103.3 to the US Whites 100. And the East Asians do relatively 
Worse on verbal tests than on mathematical tests in every single test in every single 
year. 


Britain - UKCAT scores 


Group Verbal Quantitative Non- Verbal Number 
White British 101.1 100.2 101.3 145,340 
White Irish 101.3 100.0 99.8 492 
Chinese 100.8 109.6 112.1 519 
Brazil - Fernandez 2001 
Race Raw Score IQ Number 
"Asian" 38.5 104.3 186 
White 35.5 100 735 
"Brown" 25.2 85.1 718 
Black 15.8 71.6 223 


Studies collected by Lynn 2006 


Reasoning / 


Group Arithmetic Verbal Visual—Spatial Study 
Chinese in 
Canada 103 97 106 Vernon, 1984 


71|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Chinese in Kline and Lee, 
Canada = 99 103 1972 

Chinese in Peters and Ellis, 
Canada E 97 105 1970 

Chinese in 

Holland 102 85 = Pieke, 1988 


I hunted down the Pieke study, and it was very interesting because it was looking at 
the offspring of first generation immigrants, some of whom had begun schooling in 
China, and so this is a real, bona fide example of how Chinese for whom Dutch is a 
second language perform compared to other ethnic groups in Holland for whom Dutch 
is their first language: 


Group Arithmetic Score Verbal Score 
Dutch 70 72.5 

NW Europeans 69 70 

Chinese (Parents 1* Gen 

immigrants) 73 61.5 

Turks ol 52 
Moroccans 49 52 

Suriname Creoles 47 56 

Suriname Hindis 53 56.5 


That Chinese immigrant children are out- performing multi—generational Turks and 
Moroccans on verbal tests, but probably never passing the European verbal scores, is 
evidence of just how overwhelming genetics is, and how rapidly environmental factors 
just melt away since, presumably, the Chinese in Holland are now at about at the level 
of Chinese in Canada in terms of verbal score in their respective language. 


And the global pattern is overwhelming. East Asians have higher IQs everywhere and 
it s always on nonverbal tests. The idea that it! s downto “Asian languages” just 
seems weird for two reasons; first of all, this relatively lower verbal score persists 
into 3" and 4"generations, and second of all, these East Asians are beating every other 
group except Whites in verbal scores. 

So, this “cultural” disadvantage that impacts language but not math is precise enough 
to set East Asians just below Europeans on verbal scores, but above everyone else, 
and it stays that way for multiple generations even as East Asians beat out the Whites 
on math? And this is supposedly true in Brazil, Canada, the UK, Holland, and most 
extensively documented the US? 


A tortured environmental explanation for this is unnecessary when genes can explain 
it: 

"East Asians are genetically geared toward mathematical and visual- spatial 
intelligence, less toward verbal, and that’ s why they score higher on that than on 


verbal in every country at every point in history on every large-scale IQ or IQ- like 
test ever given." 


In addition, their overall IQ or IQ-like scores are always higher than the white 
population in every country they go to if not immediately, eventually. 
THINGS SUGGESTIVE OF GENETIC CAUSATION 


There are three things suggestive of genetic causation of the European / East Asian IQ 
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gap. Mixed race East Asians / Europeans, knowledge from specific genes, and 
prevalence of myopia (near-sightedness). 

Mixed Race 

First is the results, as presented by Richard Udry in 2003, from the National 
Longitudinal Survey of Adolescent Health. In it he found that the Picture Vocabulary 
Test (PVT) score and GPAs of White / Asian hybrids were intermediate in both PVT 
and GPA. 


Race % “High GPA” % “High PVT” Number 
White 32.27 26.98 463,364 
White / Asian Hybrid 37.58 23.08 583 
Asian 43.16 20.99 4,133 


This is interesting because Europeans do better on the PVT, but worse on GPA. And 
the hybrids score lower than Europeans but higher than Asians on the PVT, and lower 
than Asians but higher than Europeans on GPA. 


This is a bizarre level of precision for the White— Asian IQ differences to be down to 
environment. 


Rushton 1997 looked at the Collaborate Perinatal Project. He found that average IQ of 
the East Asians in the project was 114, Europeans 102, and the hybrids were 103. 
However, of the 37 hybrids, 32 were white / Asian, and 5 were Asian / black. Under 
hereditarian assumptions, this should have cost the hybrids 1 point. 

While the hybrids in this sample were a bit lower than hereditarians would predict 
given the very high 114 IQ of “pure” East Asians in the sample, the hybrids were 
still intermediate; besides, it was a small sample. 


Specific Gene Data 

As outlined in another article on this site, David Piffer showed that, on 9 gene 

variants that are associated with intelligence (positively or negatively), East Asians did 
"better" on 6 of the 9 genes compared to Europeans (either having less of a 
“negative” allele or more of a “positive” allele). 


Obviously we have a long way to go until molecular genetic evidence can tell us much 
about group differences in IQ (if we went my molecular genetics studies, we' d have 
to believe that there was almost no genetic component to variation in height), but the 
limited data that exists evidences a genetic component to the East Asian / European IQ 
gap. 


Myopia 

Last is near—sightedness (myopia). Myopia is robustly associated with higher 
nonverbal IQ. Myopia has a heritability of about 0.42. According to Douglas R 
Fredrick, about 70-90% of East Asians are myopic, 30—40% of Europeans are 
myopic, and only about 10-20% of Africans are myopic. This is just one more line of 
evidence that the differences between Europeans and East Asians are largely a result 
of genetic differences. 


CONCLUSION 


For any of these things in isolation, you can come up with an environment- only 
explanation. 
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The problem is that so many lines of evidence point to genetics, and an environmental 
explanation would have to explain the pattern of intelligence in east Asians (relatively 
lower verbal) and higher IQs - all around the world and for decades. 


It would have to explain the intermediate scores of mixed European- Asians, the 
coincidences of higher rates of myopia and East Asians having certain alleles that 
predict higher IQs. 


Not only can a genetic explanation explain this data - all of these things positively 
bolster a genetic explanation, while an environmentalist orientation would at best just 
have to cope with all of this. 


SUB SUHARAN AFRICAN IQ 


In estimating the median IQ of Africa, I use 3 sources: Lynn’ s IQ study data, 
international test scores, and Wicherts’ data. 


The advantage of the international test scores is that they are a well- funded body that 
sets out to get representative samples from all of the countries they are testing. The 
disadvantage is that these tests are not technically IQ tests. 


Lynn and Wicherts can give estimates for IQ, but there is dispute as to what studies to 
include. 


International Test scores from Sub-Saharan Africa: 


74|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Country lest Kaw Score TIQ Year 
South Africa TIMSS Math 354 78 1995 
South Africa TIMSS Science 326 74 1995 
South Africa TIMSS Math 275 66 1999 
South Africa TIMSS Science 243 61 1999 
South Africa TIMSS Math 264 65 2003 
South Africa TIMSS Science 244 61 2003 
South Africa PIRLS 302 70 2006 
Ghana TIMSS Math 276 66 2003 
Ghana TIMSS Science 255 63 2003 
Ghana TIMSS Math 309 71 2007 
Ghana TIMSS Science 303 TI 2007 
Ghana SISS 46.7% 86 1984 
Botswana TIMSS Math 366 80 2003 
Botswana TIMSS Science 365 80 2003 
Botswana TIMSS Math 364 80 2007 
Botswana TIMSS Science 355 78 2007 
Botswana TEA Reading 330 74 1992 
Nigeria IEA Reading 401 85 1992 
Nigeria SISS 42.2% correct 81 1984 
Zimbabwe TEA Reading 372 81 1992 
on 7 erec AD QUË nasan + 29 1094 


“TIQ” stands for test IQ and is just the raw score converted to a rank order number 
in the same way IQ test scores are reported (with the median score being 100 and 
standard deviations of 15). 


Average is 73.95 
Median study IQ is 74 


Of course, this is more heavily weighted toward South Africa, which has a large non— 
African minority that almost certainly drives up the score. Also, most countries in 
Africa don' t do these tests and so we have no international data from them, and they 
would probably have lower scores than the African countries that do report test 
scores. 


Richard Lynn argues that the Africans who take these tests are the more accessible 
schools, which tend to be in more urban areas, which tend to be better. So, using these 
numbers may overestimate Africa’ s IQ. But who cares, it’ s still really low. 


Next we can look at the direct measurements of IQ data itself, and on this there is a 
dispute between Richard Lynn and Jelte Wicherts. Richard Lynn assembled 57 studies 
totalling 26,8977 people. 


Of the studies Lynn assembled, the median was 68, the weighted average was 70.9, 
and the unweighted average is 71.12. The average of these 3 numbers is 70.01. 


Lynn for some reason likes to make all sorts of “corrections” and ends up estimating 
an IQ of 67. This is an example of “regime flavour” in my opinion (researchers 
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coming to conclusions that deviate from their own data). But really Lynn' s data says 
70. 


Jelte Wicherts criticized Lynn’ s selection of studies. He argued that Lynn included 
studies with developmentally disabled, with people who didn’ t understand the test, 
with people who have HIV, malaria and parasites. 


Lynn’ s response was basically that those things represent black Africa, and to 
exclude those studies is to, in essence, exclude the problems of Africa. And Lynn and 
Wicherts went back and forth on that. 


I don’ t know who I side with on that, and those criticisms aren’ t stupid. However, 
since Lynn’ s numbers are basically 70, and the international test scores point to an IQ 
of 74, and since the students being tested in those are probably slightly above average 
of Africa, Lynn’ s numbers seem very plausible. 


Wicherts estimates the median IQ of Sub-Saharan Africa to be 80. And he does this by 
excluding studies that had the problems he referred to above. 


'To be blunt, he excluded the studies that have the problems of Africa, and when the 
problems of Africa were removed, the median IQ was only 5 points less than the 
median IQ of African - AMERICANS, and African- Americans have on average 20% 
European admixture. 


One of Wicherts’ criticisms was bizarrely technical, and that was to exclude studies 
from Sudan saying it’ s not part of Sub-Saharan Africa. Technically speaking it’ s 
debatable, as the UN defines Sudan as part of North Africa, while the US Library of 
Congress defines Sudan as part of Sub-Saharan Africa. 


But since the point is to infer the IQs of black people in Africa, and Sudan is 
overwhelmingly black, it should be included, and trying to exclude Sudan on the basis 
of some autistic geographic challenge is shallow and pedantic. It’ s an argument a 4— 
year old with very rule-based thinking would make. 


Averaging Lynn’ s numbers, Wicherts’ numbers, and the international test scores 
yields a score of 74.67. 


Wicherts’ number is not without value, but it’ s not representative of Africa. The 
most representative number is probably the international test scores, which are 
probably slightly elite, and Lynn’ s numbers are probably slightly depressed. 


Lynn' s number: 70.01 

Average of Lynn and international test scores: 72 
International Test Scores: 74 

Average of all 3 numbers: 74.67 

Average of Wicherts and international test scores: 77 
Wicherts’ estimate: 80 

My opinion is 72. 


PS: As an egalitarian, accepting the IQ of Africa at 80 would put you in a bit of a tough 
situation. Because the median IQ of blacks in the United States is roughly 85, and so if 
the difference in environment between blacks in the US and blacks in Africa only 
produces a 5- point difference, how plausible would it be that the 15—point gap 
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between blacks and whites in the United States is due to those, much smaller, 

environmental differences? 

Moreover, if blacks in Africa have an IQ of 80, that would confirm an estimate of the 
“genotypic IQ of the pure African” being 81.25. Because African- Americans are 

~20% European by admixture, and the median IQ of European- Americans is 100, 

factoring that out would give us an estimate of the “pure Afro- American IQ” of 

81.25, which is very close to Wicherts’ estimate of 80 for the continent of Africa. 


The per-capita GDP of Africa is around $1,700 in purchasing power parity (which 
controls for the fact that most things are cheaper in Africa), while that number for 
African- Americans is around $35,000. Moreover, Africans deal with things like 
malnutrition and starvation, HIV, malaria and parasites, along with awful schools and 
outright illiteracy. It would be weird if this difference DIDN' T cause a lower IQ. 


A super-low African-in— Africa IQ HELPS the egalitarian side, because their whole 
shtick is big environmental effects, while the hereditarian benefits from a high 
African—in- Africa IQ because it shows weak environmental effects in the MOST 
environmentally depressed region on the planet. Heck, the egalitarian would benefit 
from treating Lynn’ s 67 number as gospel. 


For the egalitarian, if you use Wicherts’ data, you’ re going to have a very hard time 
arguing environment for the black— white IQ gap in the United States. You’ re just 
going to have a bad time. 
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INDIAN IQ 


The median IQ for “Indians” has been notoriously difficult to pin down, largely 
because “Indian” is a fictitious race (and “India” is a fictitious country), but they 
exist today. So here we are, looking at the IQs of Indians in India, the UK and the 
United States. 


For the IQs of Indians in India and the UK, I use Richard Lynn’ s data, but did as much 
independent verification as I could, and Lynn’ s numbers on Indians, to the extent I 
could check them, were totally verified in every instance. This was a lot of work, but 
it’ s worth it to have peace of mind that these numbers are probably sound. 


Richard Lynn is the only researcher I know of who does comprehensive global IQ 
estimates - he’ s the only show in town for now, and so I mainly use his work as a 
starting point. These posts aren’ t going away and can be added to and modified. 


IQS OF INDIANS IN INDIA 


WVU y ngv LIWY OL ae ecu 2c UL 


India 5-11 1339 88 1966 Gupta No ‘The 
India 14-17 1359 87 1966 Chopra Yes 
India 12-14 5607 81 1968 Sinha Yes - Ir 
India 5-10 1050 82 1968 Rao and Reddy Yes - Ir 
India 15 3536 84 1971 Miujamdar and Nundi Yes 
India 10-16 180 79 1983 Mohanty and Babu Yes 
India 13 100 78 1984 Agrawal et, al Yes 
India 9-12 748 79 1988 Afzal et, al. Yes 
India 5-12 500 86 1992 Bhogle and Prakash No 
India 11-15 569 82 1996 Raven et al Yes - Ir 
India 7-11 828 80 1995 Barnabas et. al, No 
India 7-15 8040 88 2000 Raven et. al. No 

Tan clin 11 15 ZEA 01 ^nnn Daran at al "TA 


median IQ of Indians in the country of India is 82. The median IQ for the continent of 
India is 84. 
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The mean IQ of Indians in the country of India is 82.69, while the mean IQ for the 
continent of India 1s 82.87. 


In 2009 two regions of India participated in the PISA tests. Their scores on reading, 
science and math together averaged 336. This translates to an IQ of 76, lower than all 
of the studies shown here. 


IQS OF INDIANS IN BRITAIN 


ANS OL IUA Hl DIL 


Country Age Number IQ Year "Ethnicity" Name The data 
Britain 11 43 87 1967 Indian ILEA from 2009 is 
Britain 9-10 173 93 1975 Pakistani © Dickensonet.2 sharply at 
Britain 10 149 91 1978 Indian Black Peoples. | ads with 
Britain 11 173 94 1983 Indian Scam et. al. 

Britain 11 32 89 1983 Pakistani Scarr et, al the older 
Britain 11 37 83 1985 Indian Mackintosh et. data. It 
Britain 11 25 97 1985 Indian Mackintosh et» comes from 
Britain 10 91 95 1985 Pakistani Mackintosh et. 

Britain 10 170 96 1985 Pakistani ^ Mackintoshet, 2 test of 
Britain 7-15 560 88 1992 Pakistani West et, al 

Britain 7-15 330 87 1992 Indian West et. al 


mui aad 199 o2 AAAS Ba. d.h TUF. ka d 


schoolchildren using the “Cognitive Assessment Test” . The pre—2009 scores show 
an average of 90.42, while the results from the 2009 CAT scores is 95.17. 


One can give a median number, but I don’ t think it would be meaningful given the 
sharp jump. I’ ll hedge my bets and estimate the IQs of Indians (from the subcontinent 
of India) living in the UK to be 93. 


INDIANS IN THE UNITED STATES 


For Indians in the United States, I only know of two sources for estimates. One is 
some unpublished SAT data from 1990, which gives Indian SAT test takers an average 
score of 1029, which translates to an IQ of 110.84 compared to a white SAT of 934 
which translates to an IQ of 103.96. 


If the white IQ is set to 100 in this sample, then the Indian IQ would be 106.62 


The other comes from a Forbes article which estimates the IQ of Indian children of 112 
based on a backwards digit—span test. 


I don’ t have a good estimate, but I would guess that the average Indian IQ in the US is 
106, just rounding down from the SAT number because they probably do more SAT 
test prep than whites. 


As I said before, “Indian” IQ is very difficult to get a firm grasp on, and it appears 
that “Indian” probably has several IQ medians because in reality it’ s multiple 
"races" , or at least genetically identifiable groups with their own median IQs. 


IQ IN OTHER REGIONS 
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To get a good grounding of IQ globally, we’ re going to look at PISA and Lynn’ s 
country IQ data, and look at various regions. And what we see is that PISA scores 
basically correspond with Lynn' s data - and the more countries you have, and the 
more studies you have in each country, the better the correspondence. 


The reason I m using the PISA scores - and I would use more international tests if I 
could - isasa “reality check” . Now PISA is not IQ, and so if the PISA scores 

didn’ t back the IQ test scores, that wouldn t NECESSARILY mean the IQ data was 
wrong, but it would SUGGEST that the IQ data was wrong. 


Likewise, the IQ and PISA scores corresponding doesn’ t NECESSARILY vindicate the 
IQ data, but it does SUGGEST that the IQ data is valid. 


First, the global PISA scores (shown on the following page): 
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Shanghai 
Singapore 
Hong Kong 
US Asians 
Korea 
Japan 
Taiwan 


Finland 
turope 


Finland 
Estonia 
Poland 
Holland 
Switzerland 
Ireland 
Germany 
Belgium 
Britain 
Austria 
Czech 
France 
Slovenia 
Denmark 
Norway 
Latvia 
Luxembourg 
Spain 
Italy 
Portugal 
Hungary 
Iceland 
Lithuania 
Croatia 
Sweden 
Russia 
Slovakia 


PISA: 97.15 
IQ: 97.9 


Arara 


iQ 
98.5 
99 

99 
101.5 
102 
92 
99,3 
100.3 
100 
98 

38 
97.75 
95.5 
98 
100 


98.7 
102.5 
94.5 
98 
101 
91 
90 
100 
96.5 
96 
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110.35 
105.7 
105.4 
104.5 
103.6 
103.30 
102.55 
101.65 
East Asia 


Korea 
Japan 
Taiwan 
Hong Kong 
Singapore 
Shanghai 
China 


PISA: 105.1 
IQ: 107 


SE Asia 


Vietnam 
Thailand 
Malaysia 
Laos 


PISA: 90.6 
IQ: 90.7 


94.45 
94.45 
93.4 
93.1 
92.2 
92.05 
91.6 
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Next we can look at the 
PISA scores and 

Lynn' s IQ scores of 
various regions: 


PISA 
103.6 
103.3 
102.55 
105.4 
105.7 
110.35 


PISA 
99,7 
87.85 
84.25 


IQ 
106.25 
105.1 
105 
109.7 
110.5 


105.7 
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Uthers 


United States 
Canada 
Australia 

New Zealand 
Phillipines 
Indonesia 
Kazakhstan 
Florida 
Massachusetts 
Connecticut 


South America 


Colombia 
Peru 
Argentina 
Uruguay 
Brazil 
Mexico 
Costa Rica 
Chile 


Barbados 
Cuba 
Ecuador 
Guatemala 
Jamaica 
Puerto Rico 
Suriname 


PISA: 83.44 
IQ: 86 


data series. 


POVERTY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS PART 1 


PISA 
96.1 
100.6 
99,1 
98.65 


79.9 
84.7 
94,45 
100.75 
99,7 


PISA 
81.55 
78.55 
81.85 
84.1 
82.5 
84.85 
85.2 
87.85 


IQ 
98 
99 
98 
99 
Bb 
87 


IQ 
88 
90 
96 
96 
87 
87 


78 
85 
87 
79 
72 
84 
89 


IEL 


Syria 
Jordan 
Iran 
Tunisia 
UAE 
Qatar 
Egypt 

N. Africa 
Yemen 
Kuwait 


Arab-Israelis 


Iraq 
PISA: 84.1 
IQ: 83.1 


PISA 


82 


81.85 
88.45 


Zone between Europe and Orient 


Lebanon 
Turkey 
Romania 
Israel 
Albania 


Montenegro 


Bulgaria 
Cyprus 
Serbia 
Greece* 


PISA: 88.6 
IQ: 91.3 


ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS 


PISA 


91.6 
88.3 
93.4 
81.55 
84.4 
88.3 
88.6 
89.35 
92.2 
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IQ 
83 
84 
84 


78 
60 
84 
85 
66 
66 
87 


IQ 
86 
91 
94 
94.125 


92.5 


89 
92.2 


Hopefully this gives the reader an idea of IQs by 
country and region and has an idea of how 
consistent they are. If you are reading these posts in order, this concludes the basic 
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In this post the connection between IQ and socio-economic status (SES) is looked at. 
First, the fact that both traits are heritable is established. Then the causal interaction 
between the two is looked at. Finally, the idea that part of the association between 
these traits is explainable by the fact that the same genes are responsible for both 
traits is discussed. 


1. The Heritability of IQ and Socio—Economic Status 
Variation in how high, or low, people’ s SES is largely attributable to genetic 
differences between them. Such are the results of several twin studies. For 
instance, Krapohl et al 2014 analysed data on more than 13,000 twins and found that 
variation in high school test (GSCE) scores was 62% attribute to genes and 26% 
attributable to shared environment. Branigan, McCallum, and Freese meta- analysed 
34 twin studies from 9 nations and found that 40% of variation in educational 
attainment was attributable to genes while 3646 of the variation was attribute to shared 
environment. Furthermore, Rietveld et al 2013 looked at data on over 125,000 people 
and found multiple genes were which associated with educational attainment across 
multiple samples. 
Hyytinen et al 2013 found that life time income had a heritability of 24% for women 
and 54% for men. Hyytinen also review 19 previous samples from which the heritability 


of income has been estimated. The typical finding is that about 42% of income variation 
is caused by genetics while about 9% is explained by the shared environment. 

Finally, Trzaskowski et al 2014 analysed data on roughly 3000 participants and found 
that around 3096 of variation in children" s SES was attributable to genes. 

'That IQ is heritable is among the most consistent findings of behavioural 

genetics. Haworth et al 2010 utilized data on nearly 11,000 twins and found that the 


83|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


heritability of IQ was 66% at age 17 while shared environment explained only about 


20% 

tiq 
Educational Attainment 4096 
| Income 42% 
| Intelligence 66% 


variation. Similar heritability figures are generated by studies that look at how genetic 
similarity predicts IQ similarity among unrelated individuals (Plomin et al 
2013 and Trzaskowski et al 2014). Clearly, both SES and IQ are moderately to highly 
heritable. 

2. IQ and SES Correlate 
IQ test scores correlate with socio- economic status (SES). Smarter people tend to 
come from higher SES homes. Sirin 2005 meta- analysed data on roughly 100,000 
students and found the mean correlation between cognitive ability and parental SES to 
be .28, indicating a weak to moderate relationship. This finding is similar to what was 
reported by 1996 American Psychological Association task force report on intelligence 
(Neisser et al. 1996). Given this correlation, the question arises as to whether it is IQ 
or SES which causes variation in the other variable. The answer is almost certainly 
both. 

3. IQ Influences SES 
Strenze 2007 meta- analysed data on well over 100,000 people and found that the 
mean correlations between a person’ s IQ measured at one point and their education, 
occupation status, and income, measured 10 or more years later, were .49, .41, and. 
22. 
Some people argue that the association between IQ and SES is caused by the fact that 
people from high SES backgrounds have more cognitively enriching environments. But 
there is good reason to think that this is false. For one thing, Strenze 2007 also 
showed that IQ is a better predictor of someone’ s future SES than their parent’ s 
SES is. 
Moreover, Murray 1998 analysed data on 12,686 subjects from the National 
Longitudinal Survey of Youth and showed that IQ differences within sibling pairs 
predicted future differences in SES. That is, the sibling with a higher IQ typically 
ended up having more education, a higher status occupation, and more income. Because 
siblings have identical parental SES, this analysis shows that IQ leads to higher SES 
independent of parental SES. 
Further still, we know for large literature reviews that IQ is an excellent predictor of 
job performance. Consider, for example, the findings of Huffcutt and Arthur 1994: 
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The Relative Validity of Various Predictors of Job Performance 


Predictor Mean Validity it of Studies 
IQ E 425 
Job Tryout 44 20 
Biographical Inventory .37 1 
Reference Check .26 10 
Experience .18 425 
Interview 14 10 
Training and Experience Ratings  .13 65 
Academic Achievement 11 11 
Education d 425 
Interest 1 3 
Age -.01 425 


'Thus, IQ increases SES by, among other things, increasing job performance and this is 
why IQ predicts SES even within the same family. 


4. SES Influences IQ 


However, SES also influences IQ. This has been shown by multiple adoption studies in 
which poor children were placed into high SES families and, as a result, received a 
boost in their IQ. Specifically: 


Schiff et al 1978 studied 32 French children who were abandoned by poor parents and 
adopted into wealthy families. These children were found to have IQs of 110. By 
contrast, their biological siblings who remained stuck in poverty had IQs of 94.5. Thus, 
adoption increased IQ scores by 15.5 points. 

Skodak and Skeels 1949 studied 100 poor children whose biological mothers averaged 
an IQ of 85.7. At age 13, the children’ s average IQ was 108. Thus, adoption increased 
IQ scores by 22.3 points. Major limitations of this study include that the IQ of the 
fathers is unknown, and the study is from more than 50 years ago when environmental 


variation was more extreme than it is today. 
Capron and Duyme 1989 studied 38 French children, 14 years old on average, and 
found the following results: 


HIGH SES ADOPTIVE LOW SES ADOPTIVE AVERAGE 
PARENTS PARENTS 
HIGH SES BIRTH 119.6 107.5 114.2 
PARENTS 
LOW SES BIRTH 103.6 92.4 98.0 
PARENTS 
AVERAGE 111.6 99.1 


Thus, if you had high SES biological parents, whether you were adopted into a high or 
low SES family was associated with a 12.1—point difference in your IQ. For people 
with low SES birth parents, the difference was 11.2 points. 
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Kendler et al 2015 studied 436 male siblings’ pairs in which one brother was adopted 
while the other was not. The mean IQ of adopted siblings (97) was higher than the 
mean IQ of home reared siblings (92). Being adopted was thus associated with a 5— 
point advantage in IQ. Moreover, the IQ of adoptive siblings correlated at .2 with the 
educational level of their biological parents and .18 with the educational level of their 
adoptive parents. Thus, both variables had similar levels of influence. The IQ of home 
reared siblings correlated at .34 with their biological parent' s educational level 
suggesting that both genetic and environmental aspects of their parent’ s SES 
influenced their IQ. Further supporting the causal role of parental education is the fact 


that adoptive children put into homes with lower levels of parental education than their 
biological home actually suffered a decrease in IQ. 

Kendler et al replicated their findings in an analysis of 2,341 half- brothers from the 
same data sets. The home reared sibling IQ averaged 95.2 and the adopted sibling IQ 
averaged 98.4. Being adopted was associated with a 3—point advantage over one’ s 
siblings. The IQ scores of adopted half siblings correlated at .18 with both their 
adopted and biological parent' s education level which one again suggests identical 
levels of influence for the two variables. In both samples, IQ was measured at 18 years 
of age. 


Kendler et al is recent, uses a large sample size, and tests IQ in adulthood, and thus 
suffers from none of the major limitations of the other studies in this literature. It, 
especially in conjunction with the other, more problematic, studies, is strong evidence 
that parental SES has a causal influence on a person' s IQ. 


That being said, how SES influences IQ is unknown. But it is important to realize that 
money, or class, does not magically make people smarter. The most likely casual 
pathways by which SES might influence IQ involve nutrition, parenting styles, and how 
cognitively stimulating the home environment is. 


5. Genetic Mediation 
Thus far, we' ve seen that SES and IQ are both partly heritable and that they both 
causally influence each- other. Since both traits are heritable, it is therefore worth 
noting the extent to which the same genes explain variation in both traits. 


Trzaskowski et al 2014 looked at the correlation between genetic similarity, SES 
similarity, and IQ similarity in a sample of 3,000 unrelated children. Their genetic 
sample consisted of roughly 1.7 million SNPs and was therefore large, but still far less 
than the entire human genome. IQ was measured at ages 7 and 12. Family SES was 
measured at ages 2 and 7. They found that variation in the portions of the genome they 
analysed accounted for about 30% of variation in both IQ and SES. In this sample, IQ 
and family SES correlated at .31 and 94% of that correlation of mediated by genetics. 
In other words, the reason why high SES 7-year olds were smarter than average was 


almost entirely because they had “smart genes” . The correlation between family SES 
at age 7 and IQ at age 12 was .32 and 56% of that relationship was genetically 
mediated. In other words, about half of the relationship between intelligence at age 12 
and SES at age 7 was explained by people having smart genes. 

This is direct evidence showing that a substantial amount, likely more than half, of the 
correlation between parental SES and IQ in adolescence is explained by the parents 
having smart genes and passing them on to their kids. 
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An important take away from this is that the studies looked at earlier showing that 
changing someone' s SES can change their intelligence doesn' t tell us anything about 
the ultimate sources of variance in IQ within our population. To better understand this, 
consider a hypothetical: imagine that differences in the amount of training people did 
for sports was 100% a function of whether or not they were naturally gifted at sports. 
In such a scenario, we would find that variation in athletic ability is almost entirely due 
to genetics even though forcing an unfit person to train would make them better 
athletes. This would be due to the fact that the people who trait are already the people 
who are naturally good at sports. As a result, the differences caused by training would 
really be an effect gene and, so, variation in training would be a proximate, but not 
ultimate, cause of variation in ability. 


To a less extreme extent, the same thing is going on with intelligence and SES. Sure, 
putting poor people in a high SES environment would increase their intelligence. 
However, onereason why they aren' t in a high SES environment is because they are 
not very intelligent. 


'This is similar to how reading probably correlates with IQ and making low IQ people 
read would probably boost their IQ, but the reason why they aren' t reading in the first 
place is because they have lower IQs. This is a little less intuitive in the case of 
parental SES because your parent’ s SES is not your choice. But the same principle is 
at play. 


Given that the relationship between parental SES and IQ was small to begin with, this 
suggests that SES does not causally explain much in terms of IQ variation within the 
general population. 


POVERTY AND SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS PART 2 


Summary: 
In this post, Iam going to look at how well differences in socio - economic status can 
explain racial IQ differences. First, we will see that affluent Blacks score lower than 
poorer Whites and Asians on tests of cognitive ability. Second, it will be seen that the 
Black/White IQ gap is highest among the rich and lowest among the poor. Third, it will 
be shown that the Black/White SES gap has fallen dramatically over the last 100 years 
while the Black/White IQ gap has not. And finally, it will be seen that most of the 
Black/White IQ gap remains when holding SES constant. Over all, it will be concluded 
that SES probably explains only a small portion of the Black/White IQ gap. 
Before reading this post you may want to read _“IQ and Socio—economic Status" , 
which shows that SES differences don' t causally explain much about IQ differences 
within the general population. If you are really a sceptic, you may want to see our 
pages on the validity of race, the validity of IQ, and the lack of racial bias in IQ 
tests. 

1. Poor(er) Non- Blacks vs Rich(er) Blacks 


The simplest way to demonstrate the failure of SES to explain racial IQ differences is 


to compare black populations to poorer white populations. 


Internationally, we can do this by comparing African Americans to various non— Black 
nations which are less wealthy than African Americans are. Using GDP Per Capita data 
from the World Bank and the Census, and IQ data from Lynn and Vanhanen 2012, we 
find that the following non- Black countries are poorer and smarter than African 
Americans: 
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Mean IQ 
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105.8 despite the fact 
that the average Chinese is only about one third as rich as the average African 


American. 


A similar result is found in America. The SAT (or Standardized Assessment Test) is a 
highly g—loaded test that serves as a proxy for conventional IQ tests. One study found 
that if average SAT scores of high school students are broken down by their parent? s 
SES (for both Blacks and Whites), Whites from families who earn less than $20,000 a 

year do just as well on the SAT as Blacks from families that earn more than $200,000 
a year. Other studies have found that Whites from severely impoverished families who 
earn under $10,000 a year tend to have higher SAT scores than Blacks who earn over 
$100,000 a year. 


Population SAT score 


High income Whites ($100,000+) 1122 
Average Whites 1068 
Low income Whites ($10,000 or less) 993 
High income Blacks ($100,00+) 983 
Average Blacks 864 


Source: Black Journal of Higher Education, 2005 
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At All Family Income Levels, There 
is a Persisting Racial Gap in SAT 
Scores 


Mean Mean 
Black White Racial 
Family Income Score Score Gap 
Under $20,000 798 978 
$20,000 to $40,000 836 995 Source: Black Journal of Higher 
$40,000 to $60,000 — 864 1017 Education 2009 


At All Family Income Levels, There is a 
Persisting Racial Gap in SAT Scores 


Under $20,000 
$20,000 to $40,000 
$40,000 to $60,000 
$60,000 to $80,000 
$80,000 to $100,000 Source: Black Journal of Higher 
$100,000 to $120,000 Education 2008 
$120,000 to $140,000 Less consistent are the results 
$140,000 to $160,000 of Loehlin, Lindzey, and Spuhler 
$160,000 to $200,000 1975 who analyzed 13 studies and 
More than $200,000 found that 8, or 61%, showed low SES 
Whites outperforming high SES Blacks 
on IQ tests. On the whole though, the 
evidence is clear: poor Whites often out— perform even rich Blacks on intelligence 
tests. 

2. RacialIQ Gaps Across SES Levels 
On top of this, there is some good reason to think that Blacks may be less able than 
Whites to take advantage of the cognitive opportunities that a high SES environment 
provides. Specifically, the richer people you compare, the larger that Black - White IQ 
gap becomes. 


Source: The College Board. 


This was shown by Shuey 1966 (page 519) who analyzed 32 studies and found a mean 
Black- White IQ gap of 12 points between people of low SES and 20.3 points between 
people of high SES. Similarly, Loehlin, Lndsey and Spuhler 1975 analyzed 7 studies 
not included in Shuey 1966 and of them 5, or 7196, showed a larger Black- White IQ 
gap among high SES people than among low SES people. Herrnstein and Murray 
1994 (page 288) found the same thing in their analysis of NLSY data. The same type 
of finding is reported in Jensen 1998 (page 358). Finally, the previously 

referenced Human Varieties paper found a positive interaction between SES and the 
Black- White IQ gap across severallarge and nationally representative samples 
ranging from the 1970’ s to 2009. Thus, across 48 studies 46, or 96%, found that the 
Black- White IQ gap rises with SES. The totality of the evidence is clear then, White 
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and Blacks who grow up in high SES homes differ more in IQ than Blacks and Whites 
who grow up in low SES homes. 


Black IQ scores go up with socioeconomic status, but the black- 
white difference does not shrink 
Black/white IQ difference. 
in Standard deviations 


Black mean IQ, 
in IQ points 


12 - 120 Source: Herrnstei 
n and Murray 
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the fact that SES correlates with IQ less in Black samples than in White samples. This 
was found in the Lohelin, Lindzer, and Spuhler analysis. Of the 13 studies, 11 found 
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that the IQ/SES correlation was higher for Whites than Blacks, 1 found no difference, 
and 1 found that it was higher for Blacks than Whites. Thus, higher SES seems to lead 
to less cognitive improvement among blacks. 


3. Racial Difference in Income and IQ Over Time 
Another way to test the relationship between SES and racial differences in IQ is to 
look at how the two have changed over the time. The U.S. Census began collecting 
information on individual s income in 1939. Since then, Black wage relative to White 
wage have risen from 4496 to 6796 in 1989 (Maloney). Similarly, according to data from 
the US Census Bureau, between the 1950' s and 2014, there was a dramatic 
reduction in the size of the Black White income gap. The median income of Whites 
went from 2.4 time larger than the median Black income during the 1950' s, to only 
around 1.3 times larger in 2014. Rates of post-secondary educational 


attainment revealed the exact same pattern. In 1940, Whites were nearly 4 time more 
likely than Blacks to have a bachelor’ s degree or higher. However, as of 2014, Whites 
were only 1.5 times more likely than Blacks to have a BA or higher. All and all, the 
historical trends reveal huge reductions in the education and income gaps between 
Blacks and Whites. 

Percentage of the population with a Bachelor's 


Degree or Higher (Historical White/Black Ratio) 


Source: US Census Bureau 


3.0 


20 
15 
10 
0.5 


0.0 


During this time, the Black- White IQ gap hasn' t budged much. IQ testing during the 
first world war gave Blacks a mean IQ of 83 (Shuey 1966 page 317). As reviewed on 
this sites page on U.S. racial IQ gaps, today Black Americans have a mean IQ of 85. 
Thus, the Black- White IQ gap has been reduced by 2 points, or 11%, during a time 
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period in which the Black-White socio-economic gap has been reduced by at least 
50%. 
4. The B/W IQ Gap Holding SES Constant 


Finally, the most obvious way to test the effect of SES on racial IQ differences is to 
compare the IQ scores of members of different races who have the same parental SES. 
Now, doing this requires a certain amount of prudence in interpretation. If IQ variation 
causes SES variation then it may be that Blacks from rich/poor families have parents 
with higher/lower IQs than average and have inherited said IQ from them. Thus, when 
we compare Blacks and Whites with the same SES we are, to some degree, comparing 
Blacks and Whites with genotypic intelligence held constant. With that said: 


Shuey 1966 (page 518—519) reviews 42 studies carried out between 1913 and 1966 
in which Blacks and Whites of equal SES were compared on IQ tests. Of the 42, 40, or 
95%, found that Whites still had higher IQs than blacks. 2 found that no significant 
racial difference persisted after SES was controlled for and none found that Blacks 
were more intelligence than Whites. 33 of these studies reported their sample size and 
mean IQ score by race. The N— weighted mean IQ difference between Blacks and 
Whites across these 33 studies was 11 points after holding SES constant. 

Loehlin, Lindzey, and Spuhler 1975 (page 172) reviewed 7 studies done between 
Shuey' s work and 1973 and all 7 showed that Whites had higher IQs than blacks even 
when comparing groups of the same SES. (The average difference is not given.) 
Jensen 1974 reported the same finding. 

'This result was replicated again by Herrnstein and Murray 1994 who found that 
controlling for SES reduced the black/white IQ gap from 18 points to 12 points. An 
author at Human Varieties replicated this result yet again using 11 data sets collected 
between the early 1970' s and 2009. An analysis of NAEP data collected between 
2002 and 2007 showed the same thing once again (Vanhanneman et al 2009) 

'To test this finding at the national level, I utilized IQ data from Lynn and Vanhanen 
2012 and 2014 GDP per capita data from the World Bank. I created a dummy variable 
to represent whether 116 nations were mostly populated by Whites or Blacks. (Non—- 
Black and non- White nations were excluded from the analysis.) The un- adjusted IQ 
gap between White and Black nations was 22 points. Controlling for GDP per capita 
reduced the gap to 18 points, a 4—point reduction. Whether or not a country was Black, 
or White was also found to be a better predictor of its IQ than its GDP per capita was. 


Parameter estimates: 


[Parameter [Estate [Sede Mese [DE] rs [Prat] 
ues | sense 1367665] ate of 650945] 0000 


-18.195318 1.4539634 | â%o 0| 91| -12.514289 | <0.0001 
2014 GDP Per Capita | 0.0001803335| 0.000036655728| â% 0| 91| 4.9196542 | -0.0001 


Correlation matrix: 
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In total then, we have 63 studies carried out between 1913 and 2014 (101 years), and 

nearly all, 61, or 9796, show that Blacks have lower IQs then Whites even after 

controlling for SES. 

The fact that these studies controlled for SES in a variety of ways (some compared 

The Black-White IQ GAP When Socio-Economic Status is Held Constant Across 63 Studies Carried Out Over | 
(1913-2014) 


White IQ > Black IQ White IQ = Black IQ 


61 (97%) 2 (3%) 


Black IQ > White IQ 


real groups of people who were matched for parental income, or education, or 
neighbourhood, .etc, while others statistically adjusted for SES related differences) 
and measured SES in different ways (some used parental education, income, 
occupation status a combination, measures of home quality, etc.) affords us strong 
confidence in these findings. The gap that remains after controlling for SES seems to 
be 3 to 4 points less than the un— adjusted gap, suggesting that, at most, roughly a fifth 
to a quarter of racial IQ gaps can be casually explained by SES. The facts concerning 
genetics, IQ, and SES, suggest that the actual casual impact is substantially less than 
that. 
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STRESS 


One of the non- genetic arguments used to explain racial IQ i gaps is 


environmental stress. The idea being 
that blacks and Hispanics are more 
stressed than whites, and this releases 
stress hormones, 
which depresses IQ 
scores. 
Race differences in stress 
hormone levels 
So, the first obvious 
thing to do would be to figure 
out how much "stress 
hormones' people 
actually have. One - z study 


did this looking at 
male, female, white, black and 
samples, controlled for age: 


3 stress hormones in 
Hispanic urine 


Hormone (ng/dl) Male Female White Black Hispanic 
Epinephrine 156.66 97.4 107.44 159.57 113.87 

Norepinephrine 2830.18 2073.89 2157.9 2921.6 2261.87 
Cortisol 1099.79 904.43 1101.61 963.09 1062.74 


Another study looked at cortisol levels in whites, blacks and Hispanic adolescents 
throughout the day: 
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i people aged 
48— E 90: 
o z 
N 
o m made 
CN 
= 
o lo Wakeup + B hrs Wakeup +12 hrs 
L - 
c 
© 
2 
t 
5 2 
O 


And so, the studies show that whites have higher cortisol levels in general, but lower 
norepinephrine and epinephrine levels. Now this makes a claim that these differences 
are due to environment implausible - because environmental stressors always raise 
all three of these hormones. 


And so, for whites to be higher in one but lower in two heavily suggests that these 
differences are primarily due to genetic differences. 


But the big takeaway is that these differences are very minor, and moreover, the effect 
of different levels of these “stress hormones” may be different on average for the 
races, with blacks and whites responding differently to different levels of cortisol and 
norepinephrine / epinephrine. 


The effect of stress on IQ 
Another thing to consider is that a certain amount of stress, at least in the short term, 
probably raises IQ. 


There have been dozens of animal studies all confirming that increasing cortisol 
improves memory performance. This formed the basis of the Yerkes - Dodson law, 
which posits that cognitive function is improved by arousal up to a point, after which 
function declines. 
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by spiking 
their cortisol levels up to an extra 400ng/dl, after which additional cortisol made them 
have worse memory. 
Of course, the negative effects on IQ are said to be from chronic stress, not short— 
term stress; but as shown above, the races probably don' t differ to any significant 
degree in their chronic stress levels. And if they do, it’ s even possible that whites 
have more negative IQ impact from stress than Hispanics or blacks do. 


Context 

One study took men and had them perform public speaking and math in front of an 
audience, and afterwards measured their urine cortisol levels. One group was given 
sugar (glucose) before the speech, one was given fat, one was given protein, and one 
was given water. These there the results: 


ili 


30 
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25 


Cortisol (nmol/l) 
o 


Compare this to 
the first chart in 
this article: the 
glucose group 
had cortisol 
levels that 

Time (min) peaked at 

around 2,300 

ng/dl - more than twice that of the white group. This is what "high stress” is like - 
a situation that elicits stress, plus a high- carb diet. 


A bit of a tangent, but it does put the race differences in stress hormones in context. 
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STEREOTYPE THREAT 


The Idea 

In 1995, Claude Steele and Joshua Aaronson wrote a paper entitled “Stereotype 
Thr nd the Intellectual Test Performan f African Americans 

In it, they gave university students a 30—minute test. In the control condition, the test 
was described as a laboratory problem- solving test. And on that, the black students 
and the white students performed exactly as their SAT scores would predict. 


But then in the “stereotype threat” condition, the test was described as a diagnostic 
of intellectual ability. And on that the blacks scored significantly lower than their SAT 
scores would predict. 


This effect has been replicated probably hundreds of times, and at the time was the 
source of great hope. And this is the essence of stereotype threat: take students, and 
in one condition have “no stereotype threat” , and in the other have “stereotype 
threat” . In the stereotype threat condition, minorities (women, blacks, old people, 
etc.) will somehow be reminded of a stereotype about how their minority preforms on 
the task and hand, this will make them anxious, and this will make their performance 
suffer. Or so the theory goes. 


And the “stereotype threat” condition can have multiple degrees, from saying that 

it sareasoning test, to an intelligence test, to using gendered language, to using very 
white language, to straight up saying that whites score better on this intelligence test 
than blacks do. 


So, the next obvious question to ask is, “does this effect exist in the real world, or is 
it confined to the laboratory?" 


Natural Experiments 

Since it would be unethical to create a stereotype threat effect in a real-world, real— 
stakes test, the only “field data” on stereotype threat comes from natural 
experiments in which race and gender “primes” happened to be on some of the tests, 
but not others. This occurred on the NAEP from 1978 to 1999, on the AB calculus test 
and the community college Computerized Placement Tests from 1996. 


NAEP - A 2009 paper entitled “Stereotype Threat, Gender, and Math 
Performance: Evidence from the National Assessment of Educational Progress" 
by Thomas Wei. He analyzed NAEP tests issued from 1978 to 1999. During these 
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years there was a design quirk where some tests asked the students their gender, 
some did not. On the tests, the questions were: 
"How do you feel about this statement: math is more for boys than girls. Do you 
strongly disagree, disagree, undecided, agree, or strongly agree?" 
The other two statements the test-takers were asked what they felt about were, 
"fewer men have logical ability than women” and “math is more for girls than for 
boys” . 


In this he found precisely zero evidence of stereotype threat effects at any year the 
NAEP was issued. 


Two more natural experiments existed, but with race primes, on the AB Calculus 
test, and Computerized Placement Tests for community college course placement. The 
“experimental” condition involves scores for when some sort of gender prime was 
invoked, and the control condition when there was none. 

AB Calculus 


Experimental Control 

White 19.21 18.92 
Black 15.69 14.59 
Asians 20.4 20.35 
Computerized Placement Tests 

Experimental Control 
White 72.16 72.31 
Black 56.58 55.8 


And so, in all 3 major natural experiments for stereotype threat, there was no 
significant effect of primes on any group. 


Effect of Payment (Gender) 
Roland Fryer and Steven Levitt conducted an experiment for men and women, in 
which they paid men and women money for getting correct answers. In it, the gender 
prime was 

“This is a diagnostic test of your mathematical ability. As you may know, there have 
been some academic findings about gender differences in math ability. The test you 
are going to take today is one where men have typically” outperformed women.” 


What they found was that there was that they could not illicit a stereotype threat effect 
when they paid the subjects for correct answers. 


Later, in an interview John List, who worked on the experiment with Fryer and Levitt, 
said: 

List: 

I believe in priming. Psychologists have shown us the power of priming, and 
stereotype threat is an interesting type of priming. Claude Steele, a psychologist at 
Stanford, popularized the term stereotype threat. He had people taking a math exam, 
for example, Jot down whether they were male or female on top of their exams, and he 
found that when you wrote down that you were female, you performed less well than if 
you did not write down that you were female. They call this the stereotype threat. My 
first instinct was that effect probably does happen, but you could use incentives to 
make it go away. And what I mean by that is, if the test 1s important enough or if you 
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overlaid monetary incentives on that test, then the stereotype threat would largely 
disappear, or become economically irrelevant. So, we designed the experiment to test 
that, and we found that we could not even induce stereotype threat. We did everything 
we could to try to get it. We announced to them, "Women do not perform as well as 
men on this test and we want you now to put your gender on the top of the test." And 
other social scientists would say, that’ s crazy — if you do that, you will get 
stereotype threat every time. But we still didn’ t get it. What that led me to believe is 
that, while I think that priming works, I think that stereotype threat has a lot of 
important boundaries that severely limit its generalizability. I think what has happened 
is, a few people found this result early on and now there' s publication bias. But when 
you talk behind the scenes to people in the profession, they have a hard time finding it. 
So, what do they do in that case? A lot of people Just shelve that experiment; they say 
it must be wrong because there are 10 papers in the literature that find it. Well, if 
there have been 200 studies that try to find it, 10 should find it, right? This is a Type 
II error, but people still believe in the theory of stereotype threat. I think that there 
are a lot of reasons why It does not occur. So, while I believe in priming, I am not 
convinced that stereotype threat is important. 

Replication 

A 2012 meta- analysis by Gijsbert Stoet and David Geary entitled “Can Stereotype 
Threat Explain the Gender Gap in Mathematics Performance and Achievement?" 
looked at the attempts made at the time to replicate a highly influential 1999 paper on 
gender differences in math scores. In it were two kinds of replication attempts - ones 
which took men and women with different scores and statistically controlled them, and 
one which compared men and women with real equal scores. 


Percent replicated using real equal scores 55.00% 


Percent replicated using adjusted equal scores 30.00% 
The paper “Under What Conditions? Stereotype Threat and Prime Attributes” , 
Thomas Wei looked at 64 studies on race and gender and stereotype threat. The 
percent of studies which showed an effect (weighted by sample size) was 

only 58.4% - meaning in the laboratory experiments, a stereotype threat effect was 
produced only 58.4% of the time. 


At the end of the paper, the researchers wax poetic a bit about what they think about 
stereotype threat as an explanation for male-female math differences: 


“We list just a few more examples of typical overconfident statements. Good, 
Aronson, and Harder (2008) state “It is well established that negative stereotypes 
can undermine women’ s performance on mathematics tests.” Similarly, Eriksson and 
Lindholm (2007) note “It is well established that an emphasis on gender differences 
may have a negative effect on women’ s math performance in U.S.A., Germany and 
the Netherlands." Davies et al. (2002) wrote "Women in quantitative fields risk 
being personally reduced to negative stereotypes that allege a gender-based math 
inability. This situational predicament, termed stereotype threat, can undermine 
women’ s performance and aspirations in all quantitative domains.” In summary, there 
is a mismatch between the strength of the stereotype threat explanation of the gender 
difference in some areas of mathematics and the way many researchers describe It in 
the abstracts of their scientific publications. This might well have contributed to the 
common misrepresentation of stereotype threat hypothesis in the popular media. We 
think there are two possible reasons for the misrepresentation of the strength and 
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robustness of the effect. On the one hand, we assume that there has simply been a 
cascading effect of researchers citing each other, rather than themselves critically 
reviewing evidence for the stereotype threat hypothesis. For example, if one 
influential author describes an effect as robust and stable, others might simply accept 
that as fact." 

Publication Bias 

Another issue with stereotype threat is the possibility of publication bias. Publication 
bias is when researchers are more likely to publish certain results on a given topic. 
And usually they are biased to publish positive results. For stereotype threat, they 
would be biased in favour of showing a stereotype threat effect. The most 
straightforward way of detecting publication bias is by looking at published and 
unpublished studies. 


The obvious problem is that unpublished studies aren’ t published, and so the anyone 
trying to find publication bias must find unpublished manuscripts and compare them to 
the published data. 


Two attempts that I know of were done by Ganley et. alin 2013, and Wicherts in 
2015, and combined they found 9 unpublished manuscripts, and of those 2 showed a 
stereotype threat effect, and 7 showed no effect: 


Analysis Number with ST effect Number w/o ST effect 
Wicherts 2 3 
Ganley et al. 0 4 


Another sign of publication bias in stereotype threat is that there aren' t enough 
studies being published that show zero effect. Studies on the same thing vary in the 
effect sizes they report. As explained here, this distribution of effect sizes should be 


roughly normally distributed around the mean effect size. Moreover, how widely 
distributed around the mean the effect size distributions should be can be estimated by 
how varied individuals within each store are in the reaction to the experiment. Thus, if 
there is no publican bias, we can predict that a certain number of zero or negative 
effect sizes should occur in a literature given the mean effect size and the number of 
individual variables within studies. 

If we saw a ton of very weak effect sizes and lots of individual variation within each 
study, but little to no studies reporting no effect, that would suggest that such studies 
weren' t being published, and would therefore be evidence of publication bias. 


'This is exactly what was found by Jelte Wicherts when he examined the literature on 


stereotype threat. Basically, there are too many “hits” for the effect size and 
variation within each study, which is a sign of publication bias. 

If we include the unpublished studies we know of in Wei’ s meta-analysis, the percent 
of n—- weighted studies showing a stereotype threat effect is only 53.9%. If there exist 
9 more unpublished studies out there with the same kind of results as the ones we 
know about, then the "hit rate" for stereotype threat would fall below 5096. 


Predictive Validity and Prior Baselines 
The real kicker on stereotype threat, and why it can’ t explain group differences, is 
that it is a NEGATIVE effect relative to a prior baseline. 


They always take selected demographic groups, matched for SAT scores or some 
other test scores, and then by using some sort of “prime” , push down the black or 
Hispanic from what you would expect based on their real-world score. And they 
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always run a control, which has no race or gender prime, which almost always shows 
scores in line with each group’ s prior SAT scores. 


What this means is that the control group (no stereotype threat) in these laboratory 
experiments is precisely the group that most closely matches the real-world scores! 
'The control group in Steele and Aaronson scored at precisely what their prior SAT 
scores would predict! 


But beyond that, analysis of SAT scores and college performance show that racial 
groups perform roughly the same in college for the same SAT score - in fact they 
slightly overpredict black and Hispanic college performance relative to whites. So, if 
they face stereotype threat on the SAT, do they also face the same relative amount of 
stereotype threat on average on all academic tasks in their college career? 

'The same thing can be said about ASVAB test scores by race and performance in the 
military, and about IQ tests and high school grades. They all predict roughly the same 
for all racial groups, if not slightly overpredicting for blacks and Hispanics. 


Now the one knock on this is that females perform better than males in college for any 
given SAT score - does that mean female scores are depressed by stereotype threat? 
Well, all the other evidence says not, and there are some plausible explanations for 
why females would get better grades for any given SAT score that could be explored: 
more diligence, better organization, more conformity, less interest in videogames, etc. 


The only way I can see one squaring the predictive validity of stereotype threat, with 
the fact that real-world scores are the same as the control condition scores in these 
lab experiments - would be to claim that stereotype threat is so pervasive that it 
exists even in the “control” example and in the real world example - but it can 
never be measured because it’ s always there and there isn’ ta “no stereotype 
threat' condition anywhere in reality. 


Such a view, however, is completely untestable and thus completely unscientific. 
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NUTRITION 


Because intelligence is a thing which the brain does, and the brain requires nutrients to 
do anything, it is obvious that extreme malnutrition can cause a significant IQ deficit. 
However, some people doubt that the level of malnutrition needed to inhibit intelligence 
is common in modern human populations. This view is contradicted by the fact that, as 
shown in several reviews, cognitive abilities can probably be enhanced by taking 
multi— vitamins. 


Schoenthaler and Bier (1999) reviewed 13 randomized control trials in which gains on 
non- verbal IQ tests were compared between groups of people given nutritional 
supplements and groups given placebos. 

As can be seen, the mean effect of nutritional supplements was to increase a group’ s 
average non-verbal IQ by 3.2 points and while not all studies produced an effect size 
which was statistically significant, they did all produce effects in the expected 
direction. 


Closer analysis of these studies has suggested that most participants in both groups 
experience the same change in IQ (as a result of “learning” the test) and that the 
higher gains among groups given nutritional supplements is due to a minority of 
participants, around 20%, experiencing IQ gains of nearly 15 points. 


Eilander et al. (2010) restricted their sample to studies with treatments that lasted at 
least 4 weeks, on children, and on healthy samples. Across 12 randomized controlled 
trails, the standardized mean difference between those given a multi vitamin 
supplement and those not was 0.14 SD for fluid intelligence (p=.083) and =—.03 SD 
(p=.74) for crystalized intelligence. Across 4 trails, a SMD of .30 SD (p=.044) was 
found on academic performance while no significant effect was found for short term 
memory, sustained attention, or cognitive processing speed. 


Surprisingly, trials conducted in high socio-economic status nations found larger 
effects than did those conducted in developing countries. This may be because a lack 
of macro nutrients prevented children in developing nations from using micro nutrients 
properly. 
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Lastly, Grima et al. (2012) meta- analyzed randomized control trials looking at how 


multi vitamin supplements impact cognitive ability in adults. In total, they looked at 10 
studies covering 3,200 participants. However, these studies looked at different 
cognitive abilities. Two studies looked at general cognitive ability and both found no 
significant effect. One study looked at reasoning ability and found no significant effect. 
Across three studies (n=1,233) supplementation was found to improve verbal fluency 
but this was not statistically significant (SMD=.06, P=.26). Two studies looked at 
numerical ability and both found a positive effect. Visual perception was investigated 
by three studies, two of which found no effect and one of which found a positive effect. 
Reaction times was looked at in two studies. One found a positive result (choice 
reaction time) and one did not (simple reaction time). Four studies looked at immediate 
recall and together they produced a positive effect (SMD=.32, P=<.01). Three studies 
looked at delayed recall and together they produced an insignificant negative effect 
(SMD--.14 P=.33). 

In total, these reviews suggest that multivitamins can improve intelligence, but this 
effect 1s likely limited to just a few cognitive abilities and a minority of people. 


Race and Food Consumption in America: 


Before looking at how different essential nutrients predict IQ, and how Blacks and 
Whites differ in said essential nutrients, let’ s take a look at racial differences in food 
consumption. Self-report data indicates that African Americans eat 

more fruit, vegetables, meat, and sugar, than White Americans do. They also have 


higher rates of obesity. 


In light of these facts, it is odd to think, as many egalitarians do, that Blacks score 
poorly on IQ tests due to nutritional deficiencies. (Unless, of course, you think that 
Blacks are more likely than Whites to lie about eating healthy food.) Nonetheless, 
let’ s take a look at how each essential nutrient relates to cognitive ability and the 
degree of Black and White Americans differ in their levels of those nutrients. 


Essential Nutrients, Intelligence and Race: 


Research on essential nutrients typically falls into three categories: cross-sectional, 
longitudinal, and randomized control trials. Cross- sectional studies simply look at 
whether, at a given point in time, levels of different nutrients in the body predict a 
person s cognitive ability. These studies typically control not only for social variables 
such as wealth or education, but also biological variables, such as the levels of other 
nutrients in that person' s body. Longitudinal studies look at how nutrient levels 
predict future changes in cognitive ability. These studies are typically done with 
children or elderly participants. RCTs are experiments in which one group is given a 
nutrient supplement and another is given a placebo and the cognitive abilities of these 
two groups are compared before and after treatment. 


RCTs can obviously establish that a nutrient has a casual impact on intelligence. 
However, a lack of positive effects in RCT does not show that a given nutrient doesn' t 
impact intelligence. A lack of effect from supplements can be caused by the body not 
absorbing the nutrients in the supplement in the same way that it does when the 
nutrients are found in regular food. 


Because of this, if longitudinal and cross-sectional evidence supports a causal 
hypothesis while RCT data either does not or simply doesn' t exist, then we can 
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justifiably say that there is reasonable evidence for a real effect of a nutrient on 
intelligence. With that being said, let' s look at each nutrient, one by one. 


Vitamin B and Folate: 


Feng et al. (2006) reviewed six longitudinal studies which found a significant 
awe X. INDI INVUINVEADAL INZ WIAUND UN 12 IINUEKEINDENI 1KIALS AMONG DUBJECTS VVHO LOOK VITAMIN-IVIINERAL 
SuPPLEMENTS (MEASURED BY THE WECHSLER INTELLIGENCE SCALES OR THE CALVERT NONVERBAL TrsT)* 


Author and Placebo Active 
[Source] Placebo Active group group P Net IQ 
(note) Ages group N group N changes change value gain 
Schoenthaler [19] 13-16 11 15 -1.0 5.0 0.05 +6.0 
Benton [4]? 12-13 30 30 1.8 9.0 0.01 172 
26 4.0 R5 
Crombie [8] 11-13 44 42 1.5 3.9 0.22 +2.4 
Nelson [14]> 7-12 105 105 12.4 157 None +3.3 
Schoenthaler [20]* 12-16 100 105 8.9 10.1 0.007 +1.0 
105 12.5 +3.6 
100 10.3 +14 
Benton [1] 13 87 80 2.0 5.0 0.02 +3.0 
Benton [2] 6 22 22 12 10.8 0.001 9.6 
Nidich [19] 8-9 16 18 4.9 9.8 0.04 4.9 
Southon [30] 13-14 29 22 114 12.0 None +0.6 
Schoenthaler [26]* 12-16 25 24 7.0 8.1 0.14 +11 
30 8.5 +1.5 
21 11.1 +4.1 
Schoenthaler [25]? 18-25 90 96 63 74 0.12 *0.8 
90 8.9 +2.6 
Wender [23] 12 "4 11 4.1 13.3 0.02 +9.2 
Schoenthaler [22] 6-12 120 125 7.5 10.0 0.04 T2.5 
Total 6-25 712 1041 


Mean? 6.6 9.8 0.0001 132 


relationship between vitamin B—12 and either dementia or cognitive decline and 3 
longitudinal studies which found no relationship. Feng et al. also conducted a study of 
their own which found no relationship between vitamin B levels and cognitive ability in 
a sample of 451 elderly Chinese people. 

Balk et al. (2007) reviewed 14 RCTs which gave elderly participants vitamin D and 
Folate supplements and then measured the impact this had on their cognitive ability. 
These studies consistently found no effect. 

Given the inconsistent results of longitudinal studies and consistently negative results 
of RCTs, there is only very weak evidence linking vitamin B to intelligence. Vitamin B 
deficiency is very rare in both races but slightly more prevalent in Whites (2.296) than 
Blacks (1.296). It probably plays no role in the Black- White IQ gap. 


Vitamin C: 

Harrison (2012) reviewed 7 studies which found a significant cross-sectional 
relationship between vitamin C intake and cognitive ability and 3 which did not. 
Harrison also reviewed 2 longitudinal studies which found that vitamin C intake 
predicted cognitive decline and one RCT which found that vitamin C supplementation 
had no effect on cognitive ability. Given the inconsistent findings of cross-sectional 
research, the limited number of longitudinal studies, and lack of effect in the RCT, 
there is only weak evidence that vitamin C impacts intelligence. 
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Vitamin C deficiency is more common among Whites (7.1%) than among Blacks 
(4.396), but it is somewhat rare within both races. It is unlikely that it has a significant 
impact on the Black- White IQ gap. 

Vitamin D: 

Anastasiou et al. (2014) reviewed several previous meta—analyses which showed 
that there is a cross-sectional relationship between vitamin D levels and cognitive 
ability. Two longitudinal studies have looked at whether vitamin D levels predict later 
cognitive ability in non—elderly populations. One study found no effect while another, 
with a sample of 6,494 participants, found that vitamin D have a positive relationship 
with verbal fluency, verbal memory, and mental processing speed, and a curvilinear 
relationship with word recall. Among elderly subjects, four studies have produced 
positive results and two have produced insignificant results when looking at how 
vitamin D levels predict later cognitive decline. Five RCTs have been carried out on 


vitamin D and all five have shown no effect. Given the inconsistent longitudinal findings 
and the consistent negative findings of RCTs, there is only weak evidence that vitamin 
D impacts intelligence. 

Vitamin D deficiency is found in about 1 in 33 Whites and 1 in 3 Blacks. This is 
because Black’ s darker skin blocks vitamin D absorption from the sun. The evidence 
linking Vitamin D to intelligence is not very strong, but if it does impact IQ then it 
certainly plays a role in the Black- White IQ gap. The racial gap in vitamin D deficiency 
is caused by genetics however, and so this would support the hereditarian view on 
racial intelligence differences. 

Vitamin E: 

Morris et al. (2002) reviewed six previous cross-sectional studies five of which 
found a significant association between vitamin E levels and cognitive ability. They 
then conducted a longitudinal study with a sample of 2,889 elderly people and found 
that greater vitamin E consumption predicted with lesser cognitive decline even after 
controlling for age, race, sex, education, smoking, alcoholic consumption, total caloric 
intake, and intake of vitamin C, carotene, and Vitamin A. 

Hang et al (2006) reviewed three previous RCTs which found no effect of vitamin E 
supplementation on cognitive ability before conducting their own, with a sample of over 
6,000 women, which also found no effect. 


Cross- sectional studies point to a real effect, but RCTs do not and there has only been 
one longitudinal study that I am aware. Given this, I conclude that there is moderate 
evidence that vitamin E impacts intelligence. 


Vitamin E deficiency is more common among Blacks (1.2%) than among Whites (0.6%) 
but is very rare in both races. Given this, it is unlikely that it plays a significant role in 
the Black- White IQ gap. 

Zinc: 

Bhatnager and Taneja (2001) and Black (2003) reviewed studies showing a cross— 
sectional relationship between zinc levels and cognitive ability. 

Gogia and Sachdev (2012) meta- analyzed the results of 8 RCTs and found that zinc 
supplementation had no effect on infant cognitive ability. Bhatnager and Taneja 
(2001) and Black (2003) reviewed five RCTs not included in Gogia and Sachdev' s 
meta- analysis three of which found no effect and two of which found a positive 

effect. Tupe and Chiplonkar (2009) and Penland (2005) also found that zinc 
supplementation had a positive effect on cognitive ability while Rico (2006) did not. 
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Given the lack of longitudinal evidence and wild inconsistency of RCTs, the evidence 
does not favour zinc having an effect on intelligence. 


Iron: 


McGregor and Ani (2001) reviewed cross-sectional evidence going back to 1919 
showing a relationship between iron deficiency and cognition performance as well as 
seven longitudinal studies all of which showed that iron deficiency predicted lower 
future cognitive ability. 

Sachdev et al. (2005) meta- analysed 17 RCTs and found a standardized mean 
difference between treatment and placebo groups of 0.30 (p=<.001). Four of these 
studies used full scale IQ tests and they produced a combined standardized mean 
difference of .41 (P«.001). 

The evidence that iron levels impact intelligence is very strong. It used to be the case 
that African Americans were more likely than White Americans to have an iron 
deficiency. However, this is no longer the case. 
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were racial differences in iron deficiency, it may play some role in the current Black— 
White IQ gap. 


Back in the 1970' s, roughly 15% of Blacks and 5% of Whites had an iron deficiency 
meaning that there was a 10-— point gap. If we assume that iron deficiency lowers a 
person s IQ by 0.4 SD, or 6 points, as implied by Sachdev’ s meta-analysis of RCT 
studies, then iron deficiency would have caused a Black- White IQ gap of .04 SD, or 0.6 
points. This is a little less than 496 of the Black- White IQ gap which existed in the 
1970s. 

Happily, this environment disadvantage has already been completely eradicated and 
any impact it had on racial intelligence disparities will disappear over the next few 
decades. 
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Conclusion for America: 


Nutritional deficiencies likely play little to no role in the American Black- White IQ gap. 
Nutritional deficiencies are generally rare in both races and sometimes favour Blacks. 
Moreover, there is no strong evidence linking most nutrients to IQ. The exceptions to 
these two major trends are iron and vitamin D but, as we have seen, the racial gap in 
vitamin D is caused by genes and the racial gap in iron has been eliminated. 


However, malnutrition does differ significantly by race internationally. Africa has 
significantly higher rates of malnourishment than Europe or America does, and so this 
might play a role explaining why Africa has a very low mean IQ. 


The International Picture: 


'To test the effect that malnutrition has on international IQ differences, in another 
post I created a measurement of national malnutrition rates based on the prevalence of 
the health effects of malnutrition such as stunting, wasting, and being underweight. 

I found that malnutrition did have a strong relationship with national IQ (r=—.498, 
p>.0001). However, the racial composition of a national had an even stronger 
relationship with national IQ and continued to predict national IQ after malnutrition was 
controlled for. Moreover, the gap between Black and White nations was virtually 
unaffected by controlling for malnutrition. 


These are only the results of one analysis, but they provide some reason to be 
sceptical of the idea that malnutrition explains Africa’ s low IQ. 
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LEAD 


Lead is 


well-known 
1 neurotoxin. 
At extreme 
levels of 
exposure, it 
can kill 
people. Even at 
a weaker levels, 
lead exposure is 
thought to lead to 
& a wide variety of 
? F 
d 


cognitive and 
psychological problems. Some have suggested that lead' s negative effect on 
intelligence may play a role in the Black/White IQ gap. 


In this article, I’ m going to review the evidence linking lead exposure to poor 
cognitive functioning and then show that the degree of racial differences in lead 
exposure is not nearly large enough to cause any significant difference in IQ. 


Animal Studies: 


The negative effect of lead on cognitive ability has been shown in both monkeys and 
rats. Bushnell and Browman (1979) fed groups of infant Rhesus monkeys one of three 
kinds of milk: lead-free milk, milk with low levels of lead, and milk with high levels of 
lead. Once the monkeys were older children, their blood lead levels (BLLs) were the 
same. Nonetheless, those who were fed lead as infants scored worse on cognitive tests 
suggesting that it had done permanent damage to them during development. Levin and 
Browman (1986) confirmed that this effect lasted into adulthood. 

Rice (1985) dosed one group of infant monkeys with lead. Later, when each group’ s 
BLL had fallen to 12 mg/dl or lower, they found that the group exposed to lead in 
infancy did poorly on cognitive tasks when compared with the control group. Gilbert 
and Rice (1987) confirmed that this effect lasted into adulthood. 

Slechta, Weiss, and Cox (1985) and Brockel and Slechta (1998) found that 
experimentally exposing rats to lead caused an increase in their impulsivity and a 
decrease in their performance on cognitive tasks. 


Human Studies: 
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Schawrtz (1994) examined 4 cross-sectional and 3 longitudinal studies on the 
relationship between blood lead levels and IQ in school-age children. Combining data 
from all seven studies, Schwartz found that an increase in blood lead from 10 ug/dl to 
20 ug/dl predicted a decrease in IQ of 2.57 points. 


'The reported effect sizes did not differ between cross-sectional and longitudinal 
studies. However, studies with samples from populations with lower overall BLLs 
produced larger effect sizes suggesting that a given absolute increase in BLL will 
cause more damage among low BLL individuals than among high BLL individuals. In 
other words, its damage diminishes as your BLL rises. 


Tong et al. (1996) addressed the possibility that low IQ causes lead exposure rather 
than the other way around. Because they followed the same participants for an 
extended period of time, Tong et al were able to show not only that BLL was related to 
low scores on intelligence tests but also that scores on cognitive tests for infants did 
not predict BLL in 10—13-year olds. This suggests that having a low initial IQ did not 
cause children to have higher than average BLL. 

Weitzman et al. (2004) conducted a review of 23 separate studies and also found a 
consistent negative relationship between childhood BLL and cognitive ability. Unlike 
the other reviews we' ve seen here, Weitzman et al. did not find that the effects of 
BLL on IQ were larger for in samples with lower mean BLL. 


This report also reviewed studies showing a negative relationship between BLL and 
height, female sexual maturation, and head size, which supports the idea that lead 
disrupts the developmental process. 


Lanphear et al. (2005) combined data from 7 longitudinal studies which looked at lead 
and childhood IQ. These studies controlled for an impressive list of potentially 
confounding variables including race, sex, birth weight, birth order, maternal education, 
maternal IQ, maternal age, marital status of parents, prenatal smoking status, prenatal 
alcohol use, and HOME inventory score which is a measurement of how cognitively 
stimulating a child’ s home environment is. 


Changes in Blood Lead 


Change in BLL (ug/dl) Pr 


2.4 10 


As can be seen, like Schwartz, Lanphear 
et al. found that lead’ s effect on IQ lessened the more lead a person already had in 
their blood. 


Lanpher et al. also found that current levels of lead predict IQ even after controlling for 
pre-natal levels of IQ. By contrast, pre-natal levels of lead does not predict IQ after 
controlling for current levels of lead. Unlike studies in non-human animals, this 
suggests that current lead levels damage IQ while lead levels from infancy do not. 


Needleman et al. (1990) also looked how childhood lead exposure related to adult 
intelligence. In a sample of 160 individuals they found that lead levels at age 11 
predicted cognitive ability at age 18. 
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Similarly, Mazumdar (2011) found that childhood BLL predicted adult IQ scores. This 
association was reduced to statistical insignificance after controlling for maternal IQ, 
but this may be due to the fact that their sample only included 43 people. 


On the whole, there is a strong case for the view that childhood lead exposure has a 
causal impact on childhood IQ. Holding maternal IQ and education constant significantly 
reduces the probability of genetics confounding these studies. Controlling for HOME 
inventory scores makes it unlikely that low SES can explain the association between 
BLL and IQ. Studies done on non-human animals and research showing that infant 
intelligence does not predict childhood BLL provide good evidence that lead really does 
cause low IQ rather than the other way around. 


The evidence suggesting that childhood lead exposure has an impact on adult IQ is 
weaker. Some research supports this contention while other research does not. I 
haven' t been able to find any meta- analysis of these results and some of the 
research I have reviewed here has not been of particularly high quality. The evidence 
in this area is not strong enough to justify taking a firm position. 


Racial Differences in BLL: 


In America, African Americans have higher BLLs than do Whites and Hispanics during 
childhood. White et al. (2015) reviewed 5 national samples taken between 1998 and 
2004 and found that African American children had a mean BLL about 1.4 ug/dl higher 
than non-Hispanic White American children did. 

More recent data from the CDC shows that in 1999—2004 Black children had a mean 
BLL which was 1 ug/dl higher than White children and that this BLL gap shrank to 0.9 
ug/dl in samples taken between 2003 and 2006, and to 0.5 ug/dl in samples taken 
between 2007 and 2010. 

Interestingly, both of these studies also looked at White/Hispanic children differences 
in BLL and both found that there were no consistent differences between these groups. 


Black/White differences in BLL during childhood are real, but slight. Their size can be 
exaggerated by looking at what proportion of each race has a BLL which exceeds some 
arbitrary threshold. Consider, for instance, this chart from Drum (2016): 
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Elevated Blood Lead Levels Nationwide 
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That these differences seem larger is not surprising. Small mean differences lead to 
large differences at the tails of distributions. However, there is no justification for the 
thresholds used here. In fact, these thresholds are so arbitrary this one chart uses 
three different standards. This reflects changes in the CDC guidelines about safe levels 
of lead. For decades, the CDC has been lowering this “safe threshold” as better 
research has come in with larger samples and more precise measures which has 
allowed researchers to document the damage that lead does even at very low levels. 


Furthermore, this slight racial gap in blood lead levels diminishes to virtually nothing 
by adulthood. CDC numbers [taken from Tsoi et al. (2016) and Pricket et al.(1994)] 
show that BLL levels no longer differ significantly by race among the total population. 
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Lead and Racial IQ Differences: 

In the United States, Blacks score about 15 points lower than Whites on IQ tests (Roth 
et_al., 2001). There is debate about the degree to which this gap is due to 
environmental and genetic factors. Lead is one environmental factor which is 
sometimes pointed to in order to explain this gap. 

Based on the analysis from Lanphear et al., a 7.6 ug/dl difference in BLL (2.4 to 10.0) 
leads to an IQ difference of 3.9 points. The most recent CDC data available suggests 
that Black children have a mean BLL about 0.5 ug/dl higher than Whites which is 6.57% 
as large as a 7.6 ug/dl difference. This, in turn, should have an effect on IQ about 
6.57% as large as —3.9 points, which is —0.26 points. 


One complication is that the effect of lead on IQ may even be stronger at this very low 
level of BLL (1.8 vs 1.3) than is indicated by Lanphear’ s estimate of the effect within 
the 2.4—10.0 ug/dl range. However, this effect is almost certainly less than one IQ 
point. 
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And this, of course, is in children. Among adults, there is no racial difference in BLL 
and so it can cause no IQ disparity. The effect of the childhood gap in BLL may persist 
into adulthood, but, as I reviewed above, research on this is far from conclusive or 
even consistent. And even if it does, it’ s still going to be an effect of less than one 
point. 


On the other hand, there was a small racial gap in adult lead exposure in the 70s and a 
larger childhood gap. The narrow of racial gaps in lead exposure may have played a 
role in the Black/White IQ gap slightly shrinking between the 1970s and 1980s. 

In conclusion, lead does not play a major role in the B/W IQ gap. It may have played a 
larger role 40+ years ago, but today it contributes nearly nothing to racial intelligence 
differences. 


FAMILY ENVIRONMENT AND ADOPTION STUDIES 


In the United States, Blacks score about 15 points lower on IQ tests than Whites do 
(Roth et al., 2001). There is a debate about why. On the one hand, there are 
"hereditarians' who argue that this gap is due to a mixture of genetic and 
environmental causes and that both factors contribute a significant amount to the gap. 
On the other hand, there are “environmentalists” or “egalitarians” who argue that 
the gap is 100% caused by the environment. 
By looking at Blacks raised in White homes, either due to adoption or because they are 
biracial, we can test whether or not home variables account for why Blacks differ from 
Whites in terms of their mean IQ. To the extent that they do, Blacks should have the 
same IQs when raised in the same homes. 


'These studies cannot test whether or not non-home environmental factors account for 
racial IQ gaps. For instance, if racism causes Blacks to score lowly on IQ tests and 
living in a White home does not free them from facing said racism, then their IQ scores 
will still be depressed even when living in White homes. Similarly, if pre-natal 
differences explain racial IQ differences then equalizing their home environment after 
they are born will not eliminate them. 


Background Scepticism 

Before we look at these studies, it is important to note that basic behavioural genetic 
research on intelligence makes it unlikely that home environmental factors can explain 
racial intelligence differences. Research has shown that, in adulthood, adopted siblings 
have IQs which are no more similar than average even though they were raised in the 
same home (Plomin et al.,1997). If having a far more similar than average home 
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experience causes virtually no change in IQ then, outside of rare and extreme home 
environments, differences in home environments account for little to no variation in IQ 
in the general population. 

It is also worth mentioning research which has been done on how well a child' s IQ is 
predicted by their HOME inventory score. The HOME inventory measures a wide 
range of home environmental variables ranging from how parents discipline children, to 
how a child s day is organized, to how parents communicate with children, to how 
safe the physical environment of a child is, to how strongly the children are 
encouraged to learn, to how common learning material is in the home, to how often the 
TV is watched, to how often parents talk to children. The correlation between HOME 
inventory score and IQ is only around 0.2, a weak effect (Herrnstein and Murray, 
1994). 

It is also worth looking at data from IQ standardization samples. These are highly 
representative national samples that IQ companies administer their tests to prior to 
releasing them to the public. The 2003 standardization sample for the WISC, a popular 
IQ test for children, shows a raw Black- White IQ gap of 11.5 points. This gap was only 
narrowed to 8.8 points after matching children in terms of parental education, how 
many parents were present in their home, region, sex, and age (Prifitera et al., 2003, 
table 1.4). 

The relevance of the home environment is also cast into doubt by early intervention 
studies. In these studies, a group of disadvantaged kids is exposed to an extremely 
enriching and stimulating cognitive environment. Home life, nutrition, education, etc,. 
are all improved. These programs produce IQ gains while they are ongoing, but meta— 
analyses have shown that these gains completely disappear by the time the kids grow 
up (Protzko, 2015). The fact that massively improving home life doesn' t produce 
lasting effects on IQ clearly supports the notion that the home environment cannot 
explain why Blacks and Whites differ in IQ scores in adulthood. 


Given all this, we must look at the following adoption studies with a bit of scepticism. 
Of course, we should keep an open mind if the evidence meets high standards of 
scientific rigor, but we should be especially careful in making sure they do given that 
there is substantial background knowledge which makes it unlikely that the home 
environment can explain much about racial IQ differences. 


The Minnesota Study 
The most well-known study in this literature is often referred to as the Minnesota 


'Trans-racial adoption study. In this study, 265 children had their IQs tested at age 
seven. At age 17, 196 of these kids returned to have their IQs tested again. 


When tested at age seven, the Black and Biracial (Black and White) children in this 
sample had significantly higher IQs than their groups do on average in America. 
However, by age 17 their IQ scores had fallen to meet those averages almost exactly. 
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Children's background Age 7 IQ Age . 
Sources: Loehlin 


(2000) and Lynn (2015) 


It is also noteworthy that 12 of 
the biracial children’ s 
adopting parents falsely 
believed that they had two 
111.8 ic Black parents and their IQs did 
not significantly differ from the 
other 56 biracial children. 
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white biological parents 110.5 1¢ 


Adopted, with two white 
biological parents 


This study clearly supports the 
contention that differences in home environments cannot explain the black-white IQ 
gap. It also suggests that whatever the cause is may become stronger with time. 


This could be either genes or the non- home environment. Because the heritability of 
IQ increases with age, the so-called “Wilson effect” , a hereditarian would probably 
predict that the black- white IQ gap would increase with age, and/or that genes would 
become a more important factor in it with age (Bouchard 2013). On the other hand, an 
environmentalist could argue that the effect of the non- home environment accumulates 
over time. Either interpretation is plausible. 

Moore (1986) 

A second important study in this literature is Moore (1986). In this study, Moore 
compared the mean IQ of 23 Black children adopted into Black homes to that of 23 
Black children adopted into White homes. These children were between the ages of 7 
and 10. On average, the children adopted into White homes had an IQ score of 117 
compared to an average score of 103 for children adopted into Black homes. 


Two things standout about this study. First, its sample size was tiny. Second, even the 
Blacks raised in Black homes scored higher on IQ tests than Whites typically do in the 
general population. Thus, the sample was not only small but also unrepresentative. 
Moore was studying a sample of Blacks in which there was no Black- White IQ gap to 
begin with. Given this, it isn’ t clear that Moore’ s study has any scientific worth. 


Setting these (frankly fatal) flaws aside, Moore' s data does support an 
environmentalist view. Being adopted into a White home, rather than a Black home, was 
associated with a 13.5— point increase in IQ. This is larger than the entire Black- White 
IQ gap at the age of the children. 


Tizard (1974) 

Tizard (1974) reported on two other studies in this literature. In the first study, 
Tizard and colleagues compared the scores of 85 nursery children on measures of 
cognitive ability in the first years of life and found that the scores of Black, biracial, 
and White children either did not significantly differ or differed in a way which 
favoured non- Whites. Though these children were not adopted into the same homes, 
they were being raised in the same nurseries and so had equalized, if unusual, home 
environments. 
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Table 1 Test Scores of Eighty-five Residential Nursery Childre [ the second 


study, Tizard 


. * H * 
Reynell comprehension Reynell expression ust looked 
N Mean s.d. N Mean s.d. f 
O at 65 children 
White children 39 102.6 10.0 39 98.5 13.2 d45 
Black children} 22 106.9 8.7 22 97.8 8.5 aroun . 
years old who 
1apie 2 vvecnsier rre-scnool and rrimary »caie OT InteWigence rui GUIE IUS OT DIXIY“TUL 
E a n were 
Institutional Adopted either 
N Mean s.d. N Mean s.d. 
White children 10 101.2 10.7 17 113.0 7.8 
Mixed race children 7 109.3 8.2 7 119.9 16.6 
Dl^^l- nhildeon Q 160€ c ina n 


institutionalized, adopted, or given back to their biological mother. In every condition, 
there was no significant difference between Whites and non- Whites on IQ scores. 


On its face, this data seems to offer clear evidence in favour of egalitarianism. 
However, a previous analysis of these studies pointed out that environmentalists 
would need to suppose an environmental advantage of .60SD and .37SD in favour of 
Blacks in order to account for them outscoring Whites in this dataset. Given the low 
value of the heritability of IQ at this age, hereditarians would only need to suppose an 
environmental advantage of .77SD and .46SD for their model to predict the observed 
results. The difference between these two suppositions, .17SD and .13SD, is a very 
small difference considering the small sample sizes present in Tizard’ s studies and 
could easily occur by chance. 


Moreover, the Minnesota study should give us pause about interpreting any transracial 
adoption study on young children which does not include a follow-up in adulthood. 
After all, if we had just looked at the age 7 data from that study we might have come 
away thinking that it supported the environmentalist view too. 


Overall, Tizard’ s study does offer evidence for the environmentalist view, but only 
weak evidence. 


Willerman et al. (1974) 

Another study in this literature is Willerman et al. (1974). Willerman looked at the IQ 
scores of 129 four- year-old biracial children and found that they varied depending on 
whether the child had a Black father and White mother or a Black mother and a White 
father. 

Children with Black mothers were found to score 8 points lower on IQ tests than did 
children of White mothers. Willerman argued that this was due to the higher quality 
parenting of White mothers. 
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Race of Sex of Marital IQ 

mother child status score SD N 

White Male Unmarried 96.15 15.00 20 

White Male Married 102.83 16.30 23 

White Female Unmarried 100.68 17.41 31 

White Female Married 106.33 15.76 27 

Negro Male Unmarried 70.33 17.21 3 

Negro Male Married 85.87 1.97 8 

Negro Female Unmarried 94.75 13.51 8 

Negro Female Married 105.67 15.64 9 A few things 
are worth 

All white 101.78 16.41 101 noting about 

All Negro 93.11 16.88 28 this study. 

All subjects 99,90 16.84 129 First. the 
sample of 


Blacks is very small (28). Second, no effect was found among females born to married 
women. This might be attributed to the superior mothering abilities of married women, 
but WISC standardization sample data shows that controlling for sex and the number of 
parents in the home leaves most of the Black- White IQ gap unaccounted for. A third 
thing to note is that the IQ scores of children born to Black women were depressed by 
a small number of males who were, literally, retarded (IQ« 70.01). Fourthly, these 
biracial children had a mean IQ score of 100, making them an unrepresentative and 
elite sample of biracial children. Finally, these children were quite young. With all this 
taken into account, Willerman' s study offers only weak evidence in favour of 
environmentalism. 


Eyferth (1961) 
The final and earliest study in this literature is Eyferth (1961). Eyferth collected the 


IQ scores of 181 children (mean age = 10) who were either biracial (black/white) or 
White. All the children were the result of American military mating with German 
women during the occupation of Germany following the second world war. 

Eyferth found that White children had a mean IQ score of 97.2 compared to 96.5 for 
mixed children, a gap of only 0.7 IQ points. 


Group Boys Gir 
White 101 9: 
Mixed race 97 OF 


The first step in interpreting this study is 
to understand what we would expect to be true if the hereditarian hypothesis is 
correct. Because we are dealing with mixed race children, the expected Black- White 
IQ gap can immediately be cut in half to 7.5 points, giving Blacks a predicted IQ of 
92.5. Next, we should account for the fact that the military rejected the bottom 30% of 
Black applicants compared to only 3% for Whites. This is therefore an elite sample of 
Blacks. This would lead us to predict a Black- White IQ gap several points lesser, 
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perhaps 5 or 4 points, and a mean Black IQ of something more like 94.5 or 95.5. Then, 
we have to take into account the fact that the White mothers in question were of low 
socio-economic status. The Black- White IQ gap is generally much smaller among low 
SES families, and this alone could lead us to predict a gap several points smaller, 
maybe 2.5 or 3.5 points, giving us a predicted biracial IQ of something like 96.5 or 
97.5. This, we might note, is exactly what the biracial IQ score was. 

The problem, then, comes from the Whites, and in particular the White 

women. Standardization data for the IQ test administered in this study showed that it 
exhibited no significant difference between samples of men and women. Among the 
biracial children, this holds true. However, there is an 8—point gap between White 
males and White females. Because of the previously referenced standardization data, 
we can therefore conclude that this sample of Whites is unrepresentative and, due to 
random sampling error, has unusually dumb White females. Among males, the IQ gap 
between biracial and White children was 4 points. As we' ve seen, this is fully 
consistent with the hereditarian hypothesis. 


Eyferth' s study demonstrably suffered from sampling error and contained an elite 
sample of Blacks. After taking these flaws into account, Eyferth' s findings are totally 
consistent with both hereditarianism and environmentalism. 


Conclusion 

As we' ve seen, different evidence points to different conclusions. However, there is a 
definite trend to these differences. The studies that support environmentalism tend to 
be of extremely low quality. The data which supports the hereditarian model tends to 
have larger and more representative samples, and older participants. Because of this, 
the totality of evidence on home environments supports the view that it does not play 
an important role in the Black- White IQ gap. 
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THE FLYNN EFFECT 


For the last hundred years or so, each generation has scored higher than the previous 
one on IQ tests. The average IQ of populations has been rising. This is called "The. 
Flynn Effect' and is named after James Flynn, a political philosopher and IQ 
researcher who helped discover the international nature of this trend. 

Some people believe that the Flynn effect refutes the idea that racial IQ differences are 
partially caused by genetics. People making this argument often appeal to the fact that 
the IQ of African Americans today is equal to or higher than the IQ of White people in 
the past. This is true but implies nothing about why Black people score worse than 
White people on IQ tests. Two groups differing genetically by X magnitude in some 
trait does not preclude the possibility of variation in the environment causing 
differences in the relevant trait of an even greater magnitude. 


Consider a hypothetical garden in which two crops of corn, crop A and crop B, were 
planted in poor soil. Let’ s suppose that corn stocks from crop A were, on average, 5 
inches taller than corn stocks from crop B. Now, imagine that the bad soil of the garden 
was replaced with good soil and, as a result, the height of both crops increased by an 
average of 6 inches. Because both crop' s height increased by the same amount, the 
5—inch gap between crop A and crop B remains. 


What does this “Flynn Effect” in height tell us about the causes of the crop height 
gap? Nothing. This story is obviously fully consistent with the gap being entirely due to 
genes, the environment, or some combination of the two, even though crop B stocks of 
the “good soil generation” are taller than crop A stocks of the “poor quality soil 
generation” . 


The same logic can be applied to individual differences: that the environment can cause 
large IQ differences between people over generations tells us nothing about why 
people within a single generation differ in IQ. 
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The economist Thomas Sowell does not commit the fallacious reasoning just outlined, 
but he does say this about the fact that Black American’ s mean IQ score has risen by 
more than 15 points in the 20th century: 


“Since the black-white difference in IQ is 15 points, this means that an 
even larger IQ difference has existed between different generations of the 
same race, making it no longer necessary to attribute IQ differences of this 
magnitude to genetics. In the half century between 1945 and 1995, black 
Americans! raw test scores rose by the equivalent of 16 IQ points." 


- Sowell (2001) 


Even this seemingly conservative statement is incorrect. This is because the Flynn 
effect represents an increase in cognitive abilities which are different than the 
cognitive abilities that the races differ in. 


To understand how we know this, we must first note that answering each question on 
an IQ test requires the mind to employ many cognitive abilities at once. For instance, a 
common question has people listen to a string of numbers read out loud and then has 
them repeat the number in the opposite order that they were heard in. To answer this 
question, a person must employ several abilities in order to save this information in 
their immediately accessible memory and reorganize the information so that they can 
repeat it back in reverse. This is an easy example, but even the most basic measures 
of pattern recognition require our minds to do multiple things in— order to produce an 
answer. 


There are some extremely basic mental abilities, called “general intelligence” or 
"the G factor” which are involved in all the cognitive tasks included in IQ tests. 
There are other “item specific” cognitive abilities that are only needed to answer 

specific questions. 


For instance, "general processing speed' may be part of general intelligence and 
may help people add numbers. However, people who can generally think equally 
quickly may still differ in how fast they can add. 


We can measure the degree to which a given question requires general intelligence, as 
opposed to item specific cognitive abilities, by measuring how well scores on that 
question predict a person’ s scores on all the other questions on an IQ test. 


It has been found that there is a positive correlation between how well a question 
measures general intelligence and how much the races differ in it. This implies that 
racial IQ gaps are primarily gaps in general intelligence. 

Studies have also shown that there is a negative correlation between how well a 
question measures general intelligence and how much that question was impacted by 
the Flynn effect. This suggests that the Flynn effect has consisted in a rise of item 
specific cognitive abilities. 


Thus, the Flynn effect mostly (though perhaps not entirely) represents an increase in 
cognitive abilities which are different than the cognitive abilities which the races differ 
in. 

Moreover, to the degree that both phenomena involve the same abilities, their causes 
are different. Researchers have determined that this is the case using the following 
logic: if the Flynn effect has the same causes as the Black/White IQ gap then the more 
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a cognitive ability has been impacted by the Flynn effect the more it should differ 
racially. 


For instance, suppose that IQ differences between the races and generations were both 
caused by the same nutritional deficiency. Suppose further that this nutritional 
deficiency has a very large impact on a person' s ability to recognize patterns but a 
very small impact on their vocabulary. If this is the case, then we would expect pattern 
recognition to differ more than vocabulary both between generations and between the 
races. 


More generally, if the two gaps have the same cause, regardless of what that cause is, 
then the items which differ the most across generations should also differ the most 
across races. 


Empirical studies have investigated this and found a negative correlation between the . 
degree to which a cognitive ability is impacted by the Flynn effect and the degree to 
which it differs racially. This implies that, to the degree that the two phenomena 
involve the same abilities, they have different causes. 


Even James Flynn, a well-known egalitarian in the race and IQ debate, has made the 
following statement: 


"[he magnitude of white/ black IQ differences on Wechsler subtests at any 
given time is correlated with the g loadings of the subtests; the magnitude 
of IQ gains over time on subtests is not usually so correlated; the causes of 
the two phenomena are not the same." - Flynn 2013 


In conclusion, the Flynn effect and racial intelligence differences have nothing to do 
with each other. Intelligence differences between races and between generations are 
largely gaps in different abilities, to the degree that they are gaps in the same abilities 
they are produced by different causes, and the existence of a large gain in intelligence 
over time has no a priori implications on the causes of racial intelligence differences. 
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CHILD ABUSE 


Racial differences in the prevalence of child abuse probably contribute to racial 
disparities in both IQ and crime. According to the Department of Health and Human 
Services, the rate at which children suffer from abuse is roughly 14.6 per 1,000 for 
Blacks, 8.5 per 1,000 for Hispanics, and 8.1 per 1,000 for Whites. Thus, the Black child 
abuse rate is about 8046 larger than that of Whites and Hispanics. 

Some people deny that Blacks abuse their children more often than whites do and 
argue, instead, that Black child abuse is more likely to be reported. The fact that 
Blacks are vastly overrepresented in cases of “substantiated” child abuse, such 

as children being murdered by their parents refutes this hypothesis. Moreover, 
African Americans are not known for being especially likely to call the police. The 
weight of all the available evidence clearly suggests that Blacks commit child abuse 
more often than Whites do. 

The Effects of Child Abuse 

Being the victim of child abuse is a risk factor for criminality and low IQ. This effect 
remains after controlling for socio - economic status. Moreover, when one twin is 
abused while another is not, research shows that the abused twin 1s, on average, 

more criminal and less intelligent than their non— abused cotwin. This finding suggests 
that genetic confounding cannot account for this relationship. Further still, abused 
children grow up to be more criminal than average even after controlling for birth 
order, maternal education, paternal criminality, religion, and family structure. 


100 pd dp—————— 


85 — z = 
None Low Medium High Ap otential 
n=1280 n=310 n=326 n=302 confounding 

explanation 
Level of Domestic Violence for these 
empirical 


results is that children being dumb and aggressive causes their parents to be more 
abusive towards them. To my knowledge, this has not been adequately addressed in 
the literature. On an intuitive level, it seems like this has to be true to some degree. 
However, there is no reason to suppose that this explains the entirety of the 
relationship between abuse and IQ/crime. For the rest of this article, I will assume that 
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there is some real causal relationship there, though it is probably smaller than what 
most studies estimate. 


Because of its rarity, child abuse explains less than 10% of the variation in both 
intelligence and criminality in the general population. However, the degree to which 
being abused increases the likelihood of a person becoming a criminal is hard to 
estimate. Studies vary in their definition of abuse, the set of statistical controls they 
employ, and their measurement of criminality. Because of this, estimates of how much 
being abused increases a person’ s chances of being a criminal range 

from 28%to 200%. No meta- analysis of this data has been done and so there is no 
simple way to judge the true effect. 

The exact mechanism by which child abuse impacts IQ and criminality is not known, 
but there are many possible causal explanations. For instance, some have suggested 
that child abuse causes chronic emotional distress in children which in turn negatively 
impacts their neurological development of traits like aggression, self-control, and 
intelligence. Another common hypothesis is that abused children pick up the violent 
tendencies of their parents and are thus made more likely to be criminals. 


Regardless of the causal mechanism, child abuse likely causes both low IQ and 
criminality and is probably an environmental variable which explains some of the 
black/white gaps in both of these variables. 


Impact on Racial Crime Gaps 


Black women are roughly twice as likely as White women to be incarcerated. Black 


men are around six times more likely than White men to be in Jail. 


mnprisurnimernt raie ur »eniericeu SALE amu reuerai prisuners per 1UU,UUU U.2. TESIUETILS, Uy uerograprmm crnaracueriucs, 


December 31, 2014 


Male Female 

Total! — Allmale* White? Black? Hispanic — Other Allfemale* White? Black? Hispanic — Other^ 
Total 1 890 465 2,724 1,091 968 65 53 109 64 ~- 
18-19 169 317 102 1,072 349 542 14 8 32 17 12 
20-24 746 1,365 584 3868 1,521 1,755 96 n 152 94 109 
25-29 1,055 1,912 958 5434 2,245 2,022 170 150 244 165 208 
30-34 1,161 2,129 1111 6412 2457 2,193 185 163 264 174 235 
35-39 1,067 1,982 1000 — 6122 2272 1,878 155 138 229 137 189 
40-44 904 1,689 942 5,105 1,933 1,619 132 119 213 107 174 
45-49 758 1417 815 — 4352 1,602 1,444 111 30 203 94 161 
50-54 567 1,081 633 3,331 1,320 1,112 72 57 128 67 124 
55-59 358 698 40 — 2,78 978 832 3 27 72 42 63 
60-64 212 422 252 1,265 680 483 20 15 37 25 y 
65 or older n 158 109 418 29 208 5 4 8 7 12 


Number of sentenced prisoners 1,508,636 1,402,404 453,500 — 516,900 308700 123,00 106232 53,100 — 22600 ^ 17,00 12800 


It would be nice if, given all this information, we could estimate what proportion of the 
Black/White crime gap can be attributed to child abuse. Doing so is problematic since 
there is no consistent finding regarding the effect size of child abuse on crime. 
Moreover, the impact of child abuse on crime seems to vary by race. Consider, for 
instance, this data from the Department of Justice: 
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Abused and Neglected Group Comparison Group 

Type of Arrest (n = 900) (n = 667) 

Juvenile 
Black zu» 

White 152** 

Adult 
Black ao 
White 26.6* 

Violent Crime Here we see 
Black 21.8** that child abuse 
White 9.7 increased the 

*p«.05. **p« Ol. ***p < .001. probability of a 


White adult being arrested by 27% vs 37% for Blacks. Child abuse had no statistically 
significant impact on violent crime in Whites at all. 


Because of these complications, I don’ t feel comfortable giving any exact estimate of 
how much of racial disparities in crime can be attributed to child abuse. However, it is 
obvious that Blacks being 80% more likely than Whites to experience a very rare 
environmental stimulus which increases criminality by 30—200% cannot explain more 
than a small fraction of why it is that Black men are six times more likely than White 
men to go to jail. 


Impact on Racial IQ Gaps 


Research suggests that child abuse typically lowers IQ by 3—4 points. However, this 
effect is probably stronger for Blacks than it is for Whites. Research has shown that 
the smarter someone is the less their chances of being a criminal will increase if they 
are abused. In other words, high IQ people are less vulnerable than low IQ people to 
the effects of child abuse. 

To my knowledge, there are no well-replicated point estimates for the impact of child 
abuse on IQ by race. Given this, it is once again difficult to assess how much of the 
racial IQ gap is due to child abuse. 


However, Blacks being 80% more likely to experience a very rare environmental 
stimulus which decreases IQ by something like 3—4 points clearly cannot explain the 
vast majority of the 15—16-— point difference in IQ scores between Blacks and Whites. 


A Heritable Environment 


Many people conceptualize child abuse as an environmental stimulus. There is an 
important sense in which this is false: what genes an individual has, as well as the 
genes that the people around them have, can influence how likely they are to 
experience child abuse. 


For instance, if a kid’ s parents are genetically inclined to be impulsive and aggressive 
they are going to be more likely to abuse their child. Similarly, the evidence we saw 
before indicates that someone who has alow “genotypic” IQ will probably be more 
vulnerable than someone with a high “genotypic” IQ to the effects of child abuse. 


This can lead to a vicious gene- environment cycle whereby populations which are 
genetically disadvantaged with respect to aggression, self-control, and IQ, will also be 
more likely to experience environmental stimuli which will degrade these traits even 
further. 
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There are several reasons to think this is happening to Black people. 


First, lots of positive evidence shows that Blacks are genetically predisposed to 

be more aggressive, more impulsive, and less intelligent than White people are. To 
deny the heritability of racial differences in child abuse rates, you have to either refute 
this evidence or deny that intelligence, self-control, and aggression, play a role in 
child abuse. 

Secondly, several twin studies have shown that the propensity to commit child abuse is 
significantly heritable. 

Thirdly, while data on child abuse in the 3rd world is lacking in quality, what evidence 
does exist suggests that male child abuse is far more widespread in Africa than it is in 
Europe or North America, as would be predicted by a hereditarian hypothesis. 
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particularly vulnerable to the effects of child abuse comes from the MAO-—A gene. 
Certain versions of this gene make abused people more likely to grow up to be a 
criminal relative to abused individuals who do not carry these gene variants. Blacks are 
more likely to have these versions of the MAO—A gene. 


Of course, low IQ also makes people more vulnerable to the impact of child abuse and, 
as has already been noted, Black people are more likely to have low IQs. 


In conclusion, child abuse is probably an environmental factor in Black/White 
differences in crime and intelligence. However, child abuse cannot explain the vast 
majority of either racial disparity. Moreover, this “environmental factor” is itself 
partly heritable because genetics plays a significant role in explaining both why it is 
that Blacks are more likely than Whites to experience child abuse and why they have a 
more severe reaction to child abuse than White people do. 
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EVIDENCE FOR A (PARTIAL) GENETIC CAUSE 


THE HERITABILITY OF IQ 


1. Introduction 


Monozygotic twins, who share 100% of their DNA, have IQs that correlate, on average 
at .76, meaning their IQs are far more similar than average, even when they were 
adopted away at birth and raised in totally different homes. MZ twins that grew up in 
the same home have IQs that correlate at .86, meaning that their IQs are only slightly 
more similar than they would have been if they never knew each other. 


Over the last 100 years, a huge number of studies have been conducted which looked 
at how the degree of IQ similarity between MZ twins, DZ twins, siblings, half siblings, 
and parent—offspring pairs changes depending on whether or not they grow up in the 
same home. By comparing the degree of IQ similarity found among these relatives 
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when they live in the same home and comparing that to how similar it is when they are 
reared apart, and then comparing this to how similar the IQs are of people who were 
adopted into the same home but are biologically unrelated, behavioural geneticists can 
estimate the amount of IQ variation which is due to genes and to the environment. 
Large reviews of more than 200 such studies have determined that the heritability of 
IQ lies somewhere between .5 and .7, meaning that 50-70% of IQ variance in the 
population is explained by genes (Bouchard and McGue, 2003; Hunt 2011 ). By 
contrast, shared environment, which refers to those aspects of the environment which 
make people who live in the same home more similar than average, accounts for around 
20% of IQ variance. Unshared environment, or environmental factors which do not 
make members of the same home more similar, accounts for even less. 


of Relatives Who Grew Up in Different Homes 
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e Wilson Effect 
Reviews of this large literature can be a little misleading though, because they don' t 
separate studies by age and most studies are done on children. When you do segregate 
the studies by age, a clear pattern emerges: the heritability of IQ rises with age, hitting 
around 85% in late adulthood, and the influence of the shared environment falls to 
around 0% by young adulthood. In fact, in adulthood the IQs of people who are 
biologically unrelated but who were raised in the same home aren' t significantly more 
similar than the IQs of any random pair of people picked from the general population. In 
other words, differences in the homes people grew up in explains basically nothing 
about IQ variance in the adult population. This fact, which behavioural geneticists have 
labelled “The Wilson Effect” , has been shown in studies using a wide variety of 
methods over several decades utilizing data on thousands of twins and siblings 
(Bouchard 2013). 
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= A = Additive genetics, C = Shared 
Environment, E = Unshared Environment 
Source: Haworth et al (2010) 
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Figure 7 Estimates of genetic (h?) and shared environmental (c?) variance for IQ by age for Dutch 
samples. 


Source: McGue et al. (1993) 


Source: Bouchard and McGue (2003) 
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Figure 6 Correlations between parents’ IQ and children's IQ in adoptive and control (i.e., 
biologically related) families at 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 12, and 16 years (from Plomin et al., 1997). 


Source: Plomin et al (1997) 


Many people find this evidence to be highly counter- intuitive. Common sense tells us 
that facts about the home we grew up in, such as parenting style, the food our parents 
gave us, and our socio-economic status, impact how smart we are as adults. And yet, 
this just isn' t true. 


The best explanation for this fact is that people with “high IQ genes” tend to put 
themselves into more cognitively enriching environments than those who are less 
genetically gifted. These environments do boost people’ s IQs, but, as soon as they 
are able to choose their own environments, people genetically inclined to be less 
intelligent will chose environments that “correspond” , so to speak, with their 
genotypic IQ. Thus, while parents may be able to help their children while they are at 
home, and therefore subject to the environments that their parents force on them, this 
will not change the environments that children end up choosing for themselves once 
they leave home. And these environments will largely reflect their innate cognitive 
potential. 


Several lines of evidence suggest this explanation is correct. First, the same genes 
explain intelligence during childhood and adulthood (Trzaskowski, Visscher, and 
Plomin, 2014). This disqualifies hypotheses which explain the Wilson Effect with 
reference to genes which don' t begin to impact intelligence until adulthood. Secondly, 
many environmental conditions which are known to impact intelligence, and which 
correlate with intelligence, such as socio-economic status and educational attainment, 
have been shown to be significantly heritable (Krapohl et al., 2014; Branigan, 
McCallum, and Freese, 2013; Hyytinen et al., 2013; Trzaskowski et al., 2014). In 
other words, a person' s genes predict their likelihood of being in environments which 
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are themselves known to increase IQ. This is what we would predict if “high IQ 
genes' caused people to seek out cognitively stimulating environments. And thirdly, 
major interventions that attempt to give disadvantaged children better environments 
produce IQ gains while these interventions are ongoing, but these IQ advantages 
completely goes away by adulthood (Protzko 2015). This is easily explained by this 
model IQ development: these interventions put children in IQ boosting environments 


without motivating them to put themselves into IQ boosting environments once the 
intervention has ended and, consequently, their IQs fall right back down to where they 
were before once the intervention ends. 

3. The Basis of Objections 
Expert opinion on this topic sides with the hereditarians. For instance, a letter signed 
by 52 leading intelligence experts entitled “Mainstream Science on Intelligence “ 
stated the following: “Individuals differ in intelligence due to differences in both their 


environments and genetic heritage. Heritability estimates range from 0.4 to 0.8 (ona 
scale from O to D, most thereby indicating that genetics plays a bigger role than does 
environment in creating IQ differences among individuals.” Similarly, when the 
American Psychological Association commissioned a task force to summarize the 
science on intelligence it concluded “Across the ordinary range of environments in 
modem Western societies, a sizable part of the variation in intelligence test scores is 
associated with genetic differences among individuals.” (Neisser et al., 1997) 


However, the mainstream view does have its critics. The criticisms are mostly aimed 
at two assumptions. First, that the only reason why MZ twins are more similar in IQ 
than DZ twins is due to genes, and second, that the studies used by behavioural 
geneticists capture the full range of environments experienced by the general 
population. Both of these propositions are assumed by the mathematical models that 
behavioural geneticists use to measure IQ' s heritability. To the extent that they are 
false, said models will tend to over—estimate how heritable intelligence is. 

4. Sign Up Bias 
A common objection along these lines is that really abusive parents aren' t going to 
want to sign up for psychological studies. As a result, behavioural genetics studies 
really only measure how much IQ variation is due to genes after excluding the “really 
bad' environments from their data set. If they included the really bad environments, 


shared environment would explain more IQ variation than the mainstream studies claim 
it does. 


This argument sounds reasonable, but it has been totally refuted by studies which have 
either used the military or the national school system to measure the IQ of everyone 
(or, for the military, every male) in an entire country. These studies produce the 
heritability figures that are totally consistent with the general literature on the 
heritability of IQ (Sundet et al., 1988; Benyamin et al., 2005). 

This is not to say that really bad environments can' t damage IQ. Rather, this indicates 
that environments which are so bad that they have a negative impact on IQ which lasts 
into adulthood are so rare, in first world nations at least, that they explain very little of 
the total IQ variation across the population. 


5. Restriction of Range 


Similarly, some people argue that adoption agencies typically favour middle to upper 
class married couples with no criminal records and with a basic knowledge of how to 
parent properly when selecting which applicants to give children to. Because of this, 
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people adopted into separate homes mostly get placed into pretty nice homes, and 
therefore experience environments which are both more similar, and better, than 
average. To the extent that this increased similarity leads to increased IQ similarity, it 
will cause heritability to be over— estimated. 


The only study to ever directly compare adoptive and non—adoptive families from the 
same sample found that, yes, adoptive homes are better and more similar than average 
in terms of income, parenting styles, and parental mental health, but statistically 
correcting for this didn’ t change the IQ heritability figures one iota because these 
variables were also seen to not effect IQ in this adoptive sample (McGue et al., 2007). 
Moreover, as just mentioned, studies which do include a fully representative sample of 
entire nations produce the same heritability figures as other studies do. 

6. Non- Total Separation 


A somewhat different argument posits that twins are often adopted considerably after 
birth and get to know each other substantially prior to their enlistment in a study, and 
so, contrary to what adoption studies assume, have abnormally similar shared 
environments to some degree. It is true that some adoption studies have had less than 
perfect separation criteria. However, several studies have shown that the amount of 
time that twins adopted into separate homes spend together prior to a study does not 
impact their IQ similarity and so does not inflate heritability estimates (Bouchard 
1983; Bouchard et al., 1990). 

This is what we should expect given what we know about IQ in general. As was 
previously noted, early interventions don' t matter after they stop, and the shared 
environment only matters until kids leave home. This suggests that intelligence is like 
a muscle, and, once your parents aren' t controlling you, differences in the degree and 
ways in which people exercise that muscle are largely heritable. Normally, this is only 


seen once in a lifetime because we only leave home once. But this doesn' t need to be 
so. People that are adopted “leave home” more than once, and the fact that IQ 
similarity between twins is unaffected by how much time they spent together before 
they were adopted suggests that the cognitive “exercise regimen” they got from 
their first home doesn' t stick with them once they are adopted, and it stops impacting 
their IQ as soon as they stop practicing it. 


7. Twin Treatment 


A common objection raised against estimates of IQ heritability based on twins who 
were reared together suggests that MZ twins will be treated more alike than DZ twins 
and, as a result, be more similar in IQ. This implies that MZ and DZ twins do not have 
equally similar shared environments and so a major assumption of twin studies is 
violated. 


This argument was first empirically addressed by Loehlin and Nichols (1976) who 
looked at data on over 850 pairs of twins. Loehlin and Nichols measured the degree to 
which parents treated these twins the same way, the degree to which they were 
dressed alike, whether they had been put into the same classes, whether they slept in 
the same room, etc. They then measured the correlation between how similarly the 
twins were treated by their parents to how similarly they were in IQ. They found that 
increased similarity of treatment predicted almost no increased similarity in IQ. 
More evidence on this question comes from studies of misperceived zygosity. 
“Misperceived zygosity” refers to a situation in which an MZ twin pair is thought to 
be a DZ twin pair or vice versa. Then, often when these twins enter into a behavioural 
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genetics study, they find out that they are actually the other kind of twin pair. Until this 
reveal, these sets of DZ twins were treated as MZ twins by everyone they knew, and 
the MZ twins were treated as DZ twins by everyone they knew. So, if this critique of 
twin studies is valid, we would predict that mis- classified MZ twins will be less alike 
in IQ than correctly classified MZ twins and mis- classified DZ twins will be more alike 
in IQ than correctly classified DZ twins. However, several studies have shown that this 


is not the case (Scarr and Saltzman, 1979; Conley et al., 2013) . 


'Thus, both lines of evidence show that this critique of twin studies does not stand up to 


empirical scrutiny. 


8. Prenatal Effects 


One common problem with the arguments we' ve considered thus far is that they 
presuppose that the shared environment matters. As we' ve already seen, in 
adulthood, the behavioural genetic evidence says that the shared environment’ s 
impact is basically zero. Of course, zero times ten is still zero. Given this, arguments 
focused on the idea that MZ twins have a shared environment which is X times more 
similar than average, or that the full range of the shared environment isn' t captured in 
studies, shouldn' t matter much for estimates of the heritability of IQ in adulthood. 


This last objection isn' t like that. It posits that MZ twins have more similar IQs than 
DZ twins because they have more similar pre-natal environments than DZ twins do. 
There is no evidence to suggest that the effects of the pre-natal environment go away 
with age. Moreover, twins who are separated at birth still share the same pre- natal 
environment, and biological non-relatives adopted into the same home matured in 
totally different pre-natal environments. Thus, this objection, if true, is the most 
damning argument we’ ve encountered thus far. 


Let’ s look at this objection in more detail. MZ twins normally share one chorion and, 
therefore, one placenta. By contrast, DZ twins each have their own chorion and, 
therefore, their own placenta. Thus, MZ twins do have a more similar prenatal 
experience than DZ twins do, but does this make a difference for IQ? 


Luckily, this is easy to answer. About 1 in 4 MZ twins do not share a single chorion 
and so have separate placentas. Multiple studies have confirmed that “monochorionic 
” MZ twins are no more similar, in terms of IQ, than *dichorionic' MZ twins are 
(Beijsterveldt et al., 2015; Jacobs et al., 2001; Rose et al., 1981). Thus, the more 
similar pre-natal experience of MZ twins relative to DZ twins does not lead to 
increased IQ similarity. 

9. Genome Wide Complex Trait Analyses 


Beginning just a few years ago, sequencing people’ s genomes became cheap enough 
that researchers could afford to bypass all the concerns about twin and adoption 
studies by just measuring the genetic similarity of pairs of unrelated individuals and 
seeing how well that predicted IQ similarity. This technique is called genome wide 
complex trait analysis (GCTA). These newer studies largely confirm the findings of 
early twin and adoption—based studies. 


Before reviewing this literature, it is important to note that GCTA gives us a lower 
bound estimate of the heritability of a trait. That is, it tells us an estimate of the lowest 
possible value of heritability. This is for three reasons. 


First, in GCTA not all of the genome is measured. GCTA will only detect that 
proportion of IQ variation which is explained by the parts of the genomes that 
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researchers measure (or which are correlated with parts of the genomes they 
measure). Since the whole genome is not measured, IQ variation caused by 
unmeasured parts of the genome will not be detectable by GCTA and, therefore, 
attributed to the environment. 


Secondly, IQ variation that is explained by “rare variants” may not get picked up by 
GCTA. A rare gene variant is one that exists at a very low frequency in the population. 
Because of their inherent rarity, a rare gene variant which impacts IQ may simply not 
exist in the sample of a given study. 


Thirdly, unlike MZ twins, people who share a little more DNA than average are unlikely 
to share combinations of genes. This is important because sometimes the effect of a 
gene on a trait is dependent upon which other genes are in a person’ s genome. To the 
extent that this is true of IQ, GCTA will under—estimate IQ’ s true heritability. 


With these caveats in mind, let' s look at the actual 
research that has been done in this area. We’ ll start 
by looking at the results of GCTA on IQ with a study 
that measured the Wilson Effect. Trzaskowski, 
Visscher, and Plomin (2014) utilized participants in 
the Twins Early Development Study (TEDS) which 
included over 11,000 twin pairs born in England between 1993 and 1996. GCTA was 
performed on 2,875 unrelated individuals of which included 1,334 individuals who had 
IQ measured at both ages. Twin based heritability estimation had a sample of 6,702 
which included 2,269 twin pairs who had IQ measured at both ages. GCTA heritability 
rose from .26 at age 7 to .45 at age 12. Twin based heritability rose from .36 at age 7 
to .49 at age 12. Thus, GCTA estimates accounted for 74% of the twin estimate at age 
7 and 94% of the twin estimate at age 12. 


Trzaskowski, Visscher, and Plomin is the best study on this topic because it is the only 
study to measure heritability using both twin methods and GCTA in the same sample 
and to follow participants as they age. Here are, so far as I know, the only three other 
GCTA studies on intelligence: 


Benyamin et al (2014) genotyped a sample of 18,000 children which were broken into 
several samples. GCTA based heritability ranged from .22 to .46. Beyamin 

cites Haworth et al (2010), a meta- analysis of over 11,000 twins, as giving a 
heritability estimate of .41 for the same age group. Thus, twin based heritability fell 
within the range of CGTA based heritability. 

Marioni et al (2014) genotyped 6815 individuals with a median age of 57. The 
traditional heritability estimate was .54 while the CGTA based heritability estimate was 
.29. Thus, the CGTA estimate accounted for 54% of the traditional heritability 
estimate. 

Davies et al (2011) genotyped 3511 unrelated adults and found that the CGTA based 
heritability of crystallized intelligence was .44 and the heritability of fluid intelligence 
was .51. (Crystallized intelligence refers to people’ s level of stored knowledge while 
fluid intelligence refers to their ability to perform more novel cognitive tasks). This 
suggests a heritability of overall intelligence was found to be in the high 40’ s, which 
accounts for roughly 2/3 of twin based estimates of adult heritability. 
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As we can see, GCTA based 
heritability is normally 
lower than twin based 
heritability, but that is what 
we would expect since it is 


A Comparison of GCTA and Twin/Adoption Base 
Study GCTA Twin/A 


Trzaskowski, Visscher, and 


Plomin (2014 a lower bound estimate. 
Trzaskowski,Visscher,and |.45 .49 More specifically, on 
Plomin (2014) | average, studies that 
Benyamin et al (2013) .34 (average) = compare GCTA and twin or 


adoption—based heritability 
estimates for samples 
matched for age find that the GCTA heritability estimate accounts for 75% of the 
twin/adoption based estimate. Thus, the heritability figures generated by GCTA are 
similar enough to twin based ones such that they provide strong evidence for twin and 
adoption studies. 


10. Find the Genes 


Hopefully, it is clear by now that claims about the heritability of IQ make predictions 
which can be tested without ever identifying a single gene that impacts IQ. In other 
words, we don’ tneedto “find the genes” to provide scientific evidence that IQ is 
largely heritable. That being said, we’ ve found a lot of the genes. 


LE . . LT PEN an ma 


From the outset, it is important to realize that IQ is influenced by thousands of genes 
that have tiny effects. Because of this, huge sample sizes are required in—order for a 
study to have the statistical power to register these small effect sizes as statistically 
significant. Until recently, this was impossible to do due to technological limits. As a 
result, all the studies on IQ related genes that I will reference have been released 
within the last 3 years or so. 


The basic strategy behind these studies is simple: find gene variants which correlate 
with higher or lower than average IQ in one sample and then replicate that association 
in a second sample. If the replication is successful, then we have evidence a particular 
gene variant impacts IQ. 


It may occur you that lots of genes might correlate with intelligence because they 
correlate with other traits that correlate with intelligence such as race or SES. 
Researchers typically avoid this problem by relying on racially homogeneous 
populations and by preforming a statistical technique called principal component 
analysis on gene covariance. If you don’ t know what PCA is that it’ s fine, but it is 
beyond the scope of this post to explain it. So just know that some magic math is done 
and that for some reason a lot of “expert” people think that this helps alleviate this 
concern. 


So, with that said, here is a summary of the gene variants that has been have been 
found to predict IQ in more than one sample: 


The first set of studies worth mentioning are Reitvald et al (2013) and Ward (2014). 
In combined samples of over 200,000 people, they found that the same 3 gene variants 
were consistently associated with measures of intelligence and with grades. This not 
only tells us something about the genes that impact IQ but also tells us that, to 
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some degree, the same genes that effect intelligence also impact educational 
achievement. 

Reitvald et al (2014) involved three samples. One contained 107,736 individuals and 
measured educational attainment. Another contained 24,189 individuals and measured 
general intelligence. A third sample contained 8,652 old individuals for whom dementia 
and memory was measured. Reitvald found another three gene variants associated with 
educational attainment which were also found, in a separate sample, to be associated 
with intelligence. 

Davies et al (2015) utilized three samples (Ns= 53,949, 5,976, and 5,487) which 
were genotyped and had their general intelligence measured. 13 gene variants were 
found to predict cognitive ability at a high level of statistical significance across the 
samples. 

Ibrahim—Verbaas (2015) utilized 40 samples which ranged in size from 1,311 to 
32,070 people. The cognitive traits looked at were executive functioning and 
processing speed. One gene variant was found to be a significant predictor of 
intelligence in some samples but not others. However, Benjamin (2013) found this 
same gene variant predicted intelligence in a discovery sample of 12,441 individuals 
and a replication sample of 5,548 individuals. So, this gene variant probably does 
predict intelligence to some degree. 


As can be seen, we are quickly gathering a growing list of IQ related genes. However, 
each of these genes explains a tiny fraction of IQ variation. In the years to come, we 
will no doubt have a much larger list. We may even be able to use said list to predict 
someone' s IQ based on their genome. 


11. Conclusions and Implications 
To summarize, the major findings on the heritability of IQ are that IQ variation between 
individuals is mostly explained by genes and, among adults, basically no variation is 
explained by the shared environment. These results have been confirmed by twin 
studies, adoption studies, and new studies in genetics. 


It is important to understand what these results do and do not imply about group 
differences in intelligence. The fact that genes which impact IQ vary substantially from 
person to person make it plausible that genes play some role in racial IQ differences. 
However, the heritability of differences within two groups is not the same as the 
heritability between them. For instance, within two gardens height differences might be 
entirely due to genes, but between them they might be caused by the fact that one 
garden has good soil while the other has poor soil. 


On the environmental side, the data reviewed in this article makes it unlikely that 
shared environmental factors, such as socio-economic status or parenting style, 
explain much about why some groups are smarter than average in adulthood. After all, 
if your childhood shared environment basically stops impacting your IQ once you are 
an adult, and therefore explains basically nothing about individual differences in 
intelligence, it is hard to see how it could explain group differences. 


Of course, this does not mean that group differences are caused by genes. They could 
also be caused by unshared environmental factors, such as racism or sexism. That 
being said, on the whole this data obviously makes the hereditarian case on group 
intelligence differences stronger than it would be if IQ had a very low heritability or if 
it was more strongly impacted by the shared environment. 
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MIXED RACE POPULATIONS PART 1 


One argument for hereditarianism is that, around the world, mixed-race populations 
have IQs, or other standardized test scores, that are intermediate between the two 
races they are a mixture of. 


Of course it’ s messy, and we’ re relying on subjective classification, but subjective 
classification is usually the same as best-fit genetic cluster any way, and of course 
some populations of blacks could be genetically more intelligent than other populations, 
just as some populations of whites can be more intelligent than other populations of 
whites, and even some populations of blacks can be more intelligent than some 
populations of whites. 


That' s why we look at all the data we can get. If you know of a study not here, leave 
a comment (I get notified of Disqus comments) and I will try to add it as soon as I can. 


Minnesota Transracial (MTAS) 1992: 
The Minnesota Transracial Adoption Study was a study done by Sandra Scarr 
which tracked white, black mulatto and an “Asian/Indian” sample of adoptees to white 


families. The “Asian / Indian” sample is not meaningful since we don’ t know how 
many of each are in that sample. These were the scores: 


Group IQ age 7 IQ age 17 Number 
Biological White 116.7 109.4 143 
Adopted White 111.5 105.6 25 
Adopted Mulatto 109 98.5 29 
Adopted Black 96.8 89.4 101 
Adopted Asian/Indian 99.9 96.2 21 
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Scarr noted that there was no difference in scores between mulattoes that looked and 
considered themselves “black” and those that looked lighter. Unfortunately, she 
didn’ t give the numbers for that. 


Scarr initially tried to spin her data to support an environmental hypothesis, but 
eventually said that the data could be used to support either side: 


"The test performance of the Black/Black adoptees [in the study] was not different 
from that of ordinary Black children reared by their own families in the same area of 
the country. My colleagues and I reported the data accurately and as fully as possible, 
and then tried to make the results palatable to environmentally committed colleagues. 
In retrospect, this was a mistake. The results of the transracial adoption study can be 
used to support either a genetic difference hypothesis or an environmental difference 
one (because the children have visible African ancestry). We should have been 
agnostic on the conclusions” 

The study obviously supports the hereditarian position exclusively, or at least hits 
hard against home environment as an explanation. I have never seen anyone cite 
MTAS to support an environmentalist case, it is always treated by both sides as a 
piece of hereditarian evidence to either be touted or minimized. 


Scarr has since quit her psychology research and is now a coffee—grower in Hawaii. 
Moore 1986: 

Elise Moore in 1986 looked at blacks and mulattoes adopted by white parents and 
black parents. The blacks and mulattoes adopted by white parents had IQs 16 and 10.8 
points higher than when they were adopted by white parents. The subjects were tested 
at age 7. 


Race White Parents Number Black Parents Number 
Black 118 9 102 17 
Mulatto 116.5 14 105.7 6 


This study was used to argue that the race IQ gap was partly, if not mostly, explained 
by white parenting being better. Keep in mind however, that at age 7, the mulattoes in 
the Minnesota transracial adoption study had an IQ of 109, only 2.5 points behind the 
adopted whites. This is what one would predict since heritability increases with age. 


The Moore Adoption Study is interesting in that it shows the blacks and mulattoes 
having very close scores. Unfortunately, it only has a sample size of 46 and no white 
group to compare the scores to, compared to 319 for the Minnesota Transracial study. 


Notwithstanding, Richard Nisbett considers this a superior study to Minnesota 
Transracial, saying, 


“A superior adoption study [to MTAS] — and one not discussed by the hereditarians 
— was carried out at Arizona State University by the psychologist Elsie Moore, who 
looked at black and mixed —race children adopted by middle-class families, either 
black or white, and found no difference in I.Q. between the black and mixed —race 
children. " 

Interesting how hereditarians don' t discuss Moore, especially given that the only 
place I could find non- pay walled breakdowns of Moore’ s data were from hereditarian 
blogs and descriptions in old papers by Rushton and Jensen. 


Owen 1992: 
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In 1992 K. Owen went to South Africa and tested 1,056 Whites, 1,063 Indians, 778 
Coloured' s and 1,093 Blacks aged 15 using Standard Progressive Matrices. The 
results were: 


White score Indian score Coloured score Black score 

Set A 11.46 10.91 10.63 9.6 

Set B 10.56 9.94 8.78 6.25 

Set C 8.87 8.31 7.16 5.28 

Set D 9.04 8.9 7.37 4.93 

Set E 5.34 4.33 2.75 1.59 

Total 45.27 41.99 36.39 27.65 

IQ conversion 100 92.23 78.99 58.31 


This scoring is particularly harsh because I’ m simply setting the white score to 100 
and using the white standard deviation - which is 6.34, to convert each group’ s raw 
scores to IQ. If you used the standard deviations and the mean for the whole 
population, everyone would have much higher scores. 


Owen shows the ubiquitous result of mulattoes scoring intermediate between blacks 
and whites. But what is more illustrative is the breakdown of the scores by question: 


In each set the questions get harder, and you can see that in the early questions there 

— = 2. Item diffculty wr frt jS almost no racial difference at all. 
- - But the more difficult the questions, 

the more racial disparity there is. 


Item "W Cc I B ltem W C I B Item W 


l Practice example 13 0.98 098 0.99 0.96 25 0.97 
2 6.99 0.99 60.99 60.99 i4 0.99 0.96 0.98 0.89 26 0.96 . 7 : 

3 099 098 099 097 ıs 098 os 055 075 27 995 And this is why the magnitude of 
4 

& 


$m Ae de eee ML 087 089 057 T 08% the gap being “15 points” isnot 
always meaningful. Because if want to spike the test and get blacks scoring the same 
as whites, just make the test easy. If every question was as easy as the first 6 


questions of set A, the black- white gap would be negligible. 


If you want to increase the racial gap, make the test hard - but not so hard that 
everyone is guessing, as Progressive Matrices are multiple choice. Questions like 
number 52 to 56 would maximize the racial gap if that? s what you wanted to do. Past 
that and everyone is just guessing, and the racial gap goes away. 


Codwell 1947: 
I could not track down the original paper for this, only the scores reported by Lynn. 


Race IQ Number 
White 100 = 
Mulatto 91 284 
Blacks 87 176 
Rowe 2002: 


David Rowe in 2002 analyzed Wave 1 the National Longitudinal Survey of Adolescent 
Health and looked at, among other things, the PVT scores for blacks, mixed and white 
students. The data was as follows: 


Race Verbal IQ Number 
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Black 93.6 4.271 
Mixed 102.5 116 
White 105 10,315 


Very high score for the mixed, but still fits the "intermediate race, intermediate IQ" 
generality. 

Tizard 1974: 

In 1974 Barbara Tizard went to some Caribbean countries and gave some kids aged 3 
to 4.5 some IQ tests. Here were the results: 


]* Study 
Race IQ Number 
White 100.5 39 
Black 102.35 22 
Mixed 102.5 24 
2" Study 
Restored to 
Race In Orphanage Number Adopted Number Mother Number 
White 101.2 10 113 17 98.2 9 
Mixed 109.3 7 119.9 fi 102.2 5 
Black 105.6 8 106 1 


The obvious problem with this study is that the sample is heavily selected. What it 
shows is that blacks and mulattoes in Caribbean orphanages had higher IQs than whites 
did at age 4.5. I don’ t think any conclusions can be drawn from such a weird study, 
but I’ m putting it up, so I’ m not accused of "ignoring the data" . 


Fernandez 2001: 


In 2001 Maria Fernandez looked at the IQs of 10—year olds in Brazil of “Asians” , 
Whites, Browns (mestizos) and blacks. 


Race Raw Score IQ Number 
"Asian" 38.5 104.3 186 
White 35.5 100 735 
Brown 25.2 85.1 718 
Black 15.8 71.6 223 


These scores take Fernandez’ s raw scores, sets the white score to 100 and uses the 
white standard deviation to give the scores for the other groups. 

Claassen 1990: 

Classenn looked at 1,561 South African school kids aged 11 to 14. These were their 
scores by subtest on the “General Scholastic Aptitude Test” : 


Coloured / Coloured / 
Race / Language White / English White / Afrikaans English Afrikaans 
Number 405 341 353 462 
Word Analogies 18.55 14.39 14.37 11.86 
Word Pairs 15.56 15.36 12.08 10.75 
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Verbal Reasoning 17.38 16.53 14.81 11.14 
Number Problems 16.22 15.23 14.36 10.74 
Number Series 18.22 17.61 16.5 13.58 
Figure Analogies 18.67 17.83 16.01 12.36 
Pattern Completion 17.97 16.89 13.89 10.88 
Total 122.57 113.84 102.02 81.31 
Non- Verbal 71.08 67.56 60.76 47.56 
Verbal 51.49 46.28 41.26 33.75 
Total IQ 104.2 100 94.34 84.42 
Non- Verbal IQ 102.95 100 94.3 83.23 
Verbal IQ 105.82 100 94.39 85.99 


IQ conversions set white Afrikaans to 100 and use the overall standard deviation. 


Eyferth 1961: 

“The Eyferth Study” is infamous in these narrow circles as a study used to show 
that, once free of the racist American environment and/or toxic black culture, blacks 
have IQs very close to whites. 


The study was on bastards born of German women who were raped by US troops 
during occupation at the end of World War 2 and looked at their IQs. 


Blacks in the US Army had the bottom 30% excluded for failing a mental test, 
which puts the best estimate for the median IQ of US Army blacks in 1945 at 90.77. 
This is done simply by removing IQs below 77.14 from a black IQ bell curve (which is 
the bottom 30%), and then calculating the area above 77.14 which takes up 35% of the 
area under the curve, and that area ends at 90.77. 


Here is a visual explanation of what I did so you don’ t think I’ m doing anything 
fishy: 
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Top 7096 from which the 
rapists could have 
come 


"d 


ieee a 


Median IQ of blacks 
accepted 
(90.77) 


Bottom 30% excluded 
by US Army testing 


Minimum IQ point (77.13) 
——À 


(Since this is 
no longer a 
normal 
distribution, but 
a truncated 

Rejected normal 

i; Accepted distribution, the 

median is not the same as the mean. In this case, the mean will be higher. I don’ t 
know how much higher because I don’ t know how to find the mean of the section of a 
normal distribution. But I know I can’ t overestimate the black IQ in this sample if I use 


55 70 85 100 115 13 


the median, so I’ m using the median.) 

In this study, however, “20 to 25 percent” ofthe “African” rapists were North 
African. Based on an estimate of Indians in the UK of 93, I we can 

conservatively estimate their IQ, - or at least their “genotypic IQ - to be 93. 


So then, what would we expect the IQs of the mixed-race bastards to be? Well, 
assuming the German women have an average IQ of 100, we would expect the 
illegitimates to have an IQ of 95.66 or 95.61 depending on how many North Africans 
are in there, which averages to 95.635. 

About 396 of white soldiers were rejected for too low IQs, which would raise the white 
soldier IQ to around 101. 


Without any specific knowledge of what the IQs of the rapists are, just going purely off 
of demographic data and population exclusion, that is what any hereditarian would 
predict (or pretty close to it). 


Now, here is the great Eyferth study that casts aside the hereditarian dogma, 
compared to what the numbers should be according to hereditarians: 


Group Eyferth IQ Hereditarian "Prediction" 
White Males 101 100.5 

White Females 93 100.5 

Mixed Males 97 95.6 

Mixed Females 96 95.6 


140| Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


The low white score is entirely a function of the low white female score. Just as a 
thought experiment, for the hereditarian prediction to match the Eyferth results of 
96.5, the IQs of the African rapists - Sub-Saharan and North African combined - 
would have to be 93, or at least a “genotypic IQ” of 93. 


Aside from the weird white female IQ score, Eyferth is more a confirmation of 
hereditarian predictions than an argument against it. 


Richard Nisbett disagrees, however, saying, 


“Eyferth (1961) examined the IQs of several hundred German children fathered by 
Black GIs during the post—1945 occupation and compared them with the IQs of 
children fathered by White GIs. The children of the Black GIs had an average IQ of 
96.5. The children of the White GIs had an average IQ of 97. Because the (phenotypic) 
Black - White gap in the military was similar to that for the U.S. population, these data 
imply that the Black - White gap in the U.S. population as a whole is not genetic, even 
in part (Flynn, 1980, pp. 87 - 88). The results seem particularly telling because it 
seems highly likely that environmental conditions were inferior for Black 
children." “How do Rushton and Jensen (2005) treat this study, so telling on the 
face of it? They give it only two sentences of description and then proceed to critique 
it on two main grounds. First, 20% to 25% of the “Black” fathers were North African. 
But one would have to assume preposterously high IQ scores on the part of the North 
African portion of the Black population to make up for the substantial difference 
between offspring of Blacks and Whites predicted by their hereditarian 
theory.” “Second, Rushton and Jensen assume that Black soldiers were more 
rigorously selected than Whites and so might have had IQs nearly as high as those of 
the White soldiers. Blacks in the military did indeed have higher IQs than did Blacks in 
the general population, but the same was true of White soldiers compared with the 
general White population. Flynn (1980) has argued that the evidence indicates that the 
gap in IQ between Black and White soldiers was the same as that in the U.S. population 
at large.” 

Nisbett is correct here. Roughly 3% of the whites were excluded for having too low 
IQs, whereas 30% of the blacks were. So yes, “the same was true of White soldiers 
compared with the general White population. We can only ponder as to why he 

didn’ t say specifically what the exclusion rates were for each group, or how excluding 
the bottom 3% of the white population would only raise the average white soldier IQ 
about one point. 


Rushton (2007) 
In 2007 Philippe Rushton looked at South African University students. These were his 
results: 


Group IQ Number 
East Asians 116 23 
Whites 113 398 
South Asians (Indians / 

Pakistanis) 106 212 
Coloured' s 103 36 
Blacks 98 887 


For the blacks and mixed black- whites (coloured' s) we would expect a compression 
effect, since you have to have a certain IQ to get into a university, and more blacks will 
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not be smart enough to get in than coloureds. But even with this compression effect, 
we see coloureds intermediate between blacks and whites. 


Udry (2003) 
Richard Udry looked at the National Longitudinal Survey of Adolescent Health, and one 


of the things he did was look at the PVT and GPAs of different races and combinations. 
The whites, blacks, Asians, whites / Asians and mulattoes are included here: 


% with “high 
Race GPA” % with “high PVT score” Number 
White 32.27 26.98 46364 
White / Asian 37.58 23.08 583 
Asian 43.16 20.99 4133 
Mulatto 24.19 18.2 416 
Black 15.45 7.94 13530 


The data here is not IQ data, though I could probably go find the raw scores and use 
this as more IQ data. The “high PVT score” of the Mulattoes compared to blacks is 
approximate confirmation of hereditarian views on all of this, but the real interesting 
thing here is with the White / Asian hybrids. 


Because the hybrids are intermediate in BOTH GPA and PVT score - but whites score 
higher on PVT and lower on GPA than Asians. And the W/A hybrids were below the 
whites but above the Asians on PVT, and above the whites but below the Asians on 
GPA. 


NAEP 2011 
Using the NAEP explorer, the blogger from Unwelcome Discovery looked at the 
NAEP scores of Blacks, Whites and mixed Black- Whites in 2011. 


Race Math Score Reading Score 
White 293.6 274.6 
Black- White Mixed 277.8 256.2 
Black 263 249.2 


I don’ t know what the sample size for this was, but it’ s the NAEP so it’ s going to 
be huge. 


In the future, if I have time, I would like to do this myself and get the sample size and 
look at the Asian- White hybrids and see if they score intermediate on BOTH math and 
verbal even though Whites do better on verbal and Asians do better on math. That 
would be evidence that the composition of intelligence between whites and Asians is 
down to genetics, not just the overall difference. 


But in the meantime, the NAEP is just one more log on the pile of the intermediate race 
— intermediate IQ general trend. 


Conclusion 

Most of the data on mixed-race people are of blacks and whites. In the future perhaps, 
we’ ll get more White— Asian hybrid data; and the silver lining of increased race 
mixing is that there will be more of them to test. 


Of course, you can always claim that mixed-race people have intermediate home 
environments, or face intermediate racism, but that complicates the environmental side 
of things. You' re now saying that mixed-race people face intermediate levels of 
hardship in such a way as to produce intermediate IQs. 
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'The genetic side faces almost no complication. Sure, there are some examples when 
blacks score higher than whites, but we already knew that. And genes are a much 
simpler global explanation. 


And with the PVT and GPA differences between whites and Asians, the 
environmentalist now has to have a specific environmental explanation for that - 
because whites do better on the PVT, but have worse GPA, and mixed-race white— 
Asian hybrids are intermediate on both. The genetic explanation is much simpler. 
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MIXED RACE POPULATIONS PART 2 


In the previous article we looked at IQ studies of populations and samples of mixed— 
race people compared to monoracial subjects within a similar environment. Degrees of 
similarity of environment vary. For example, comparing identified racial groups in 
Brazil, or comparing identified racial groups within an adoption study. 


In this article, we' re going to be trying to look at finer gradients of admixture and 
how that impacts IQ and other standardized test scores. 


Admixture in Mexican Districts 
Using admixture data from Francisco Mauro Salzano and Andrés Moreno- Estrada, 
we know the racial admixture of 32 districts in Mexico. 


We also have PISA scores for those same 32 districts, and Raven' s Progressive 
Matrices scores for 15 districts, and we can look at the average scores compared to 
the racial admixture of the districts. 


You can look at the data for all 32 districts here, including the 15 that have Progressive 
Matrices scores and you can read Chuck from Human Varieties' full analysis for 
more in—depth analysis. 

Progressive Matrices in Mexico 

The Progressive Matrice data is available in 15 districts. Here I divided the districts 
into thirds and looked at the scores that way. You can look at the full data and divide it 
however you want though. No district was over 6496 European. The African 
percentages in each district didn’ t appear variable enough that it would throw off the 
results too much. 


% European # of districts RPM 2002 RPM 2005 Avg. 

40—64 5 11.41 11.94 11.68 
29-39.9 5 10.85 11.43 11.14 
0-28.99 5 10.35 11.43 10.89 


PISA Scores in Mexico 

PISA scores are available for 32 districts most of the time. Some of the years some 
districts are missing. Since I go down the list of districts in order of European 
admixture and look at average each of the four groups of 8, when a district was 
missing, I just averaged the remaining 7. There was never more than one missing 
district from each group each year. You can see my ordering here 


Average 
Districts by European “Hereditarian 
European % Percent Genetic IQ” 2003 PISA 2006 PISA 2009 PISA 2012 PISA 
Top 8 54.25 94.51 394.69 419.19 426.6 426.2 
9 to 16 41.05 92.9 410.5 416.19 424.4 423.19 
17 to 24 28.24 91.39 401.86 413.86 425 423.5 
Bottom 8 17.51 90.1 364.6 385.4 399.25 397.79 
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The most European districts were below the middle districts the first year of the PISA 
tests, but quickly took the top spots in the next 3 tests. The least European districts 
were at the bottom for all 4 tests. 


The less European of the middle districts did better than the more European middle 
districts in 2009 and 2012, but it was very close. 


The “Hereditarian Genetic IQ” is simply the European admixture times 100, and 
everything else times 88. This is a bit rough, but I couldn’ t be arsed to tabulate the 
effects of the African proportions of each group, and honestly it’ s not going to change 
the results much. 


This is not post-hoc. The “genetic IQ” of Africans being 84, Europeans 100 and 
Amerindians 90 is a very common estimate. 


It’ s visually striking how closely the scores line up with the “hereditarian predicted 
IQ" , even though the expectations for the differences in admixture are rather small. 


Admixture in Colombian Districts 

Each year Colombia gives 11" graders an exit exam, called the SABER test. These 
results are available by district. 

We also have admixture data by district. And so, we can compare racial admixture of 
districts in Colombia with each districts SABER scores. 


There are 33 districts in Colombia, one of which is Bogota, the capital. I first listed 
each district by European admixture, then lumped them into groups of 8 in order of 
European admixture, except Bogota which is presented separately. 


Not only is Bogota a conspicuous result, but it makes the number of districts in 
Columbia odd. The analysis on which this is based is from Chuck at human varieties, 


which presented the scores of each district in terms of distance in standard deviations 
from the mean (d). 

I simply found the raw means and standard deviations from the 2014 and 2012 SABER 
scores and converted the (d) values back into real scores. You can see Chuck’ s 
excel file and what my excel file looked like when I finished working with Chuck' s 
file and the raw SABER scores. 

Admixture data was found by combining data from Salzano—Sans (2014), Ruiz— 
Linares (2014) and Rodriguez- Palau (2007) as described by the original human 
varieties post. 


Districts by European Average Score of "Hereditarian 

Admixture / Bogota Districts Genetic IQ" European % 
'Top 8 46.51 93.655 47.125 

9 to 16 45.58 93.445 45.375 

17 to 24 45.03 91.945 32.875 
Bottom 8 44.05 90.985 24.875 
Bogota 51.95 93.64 47 


This is another example of racial admixture in regions within a country predicting 
variation within a country. In Latin America, the population is so heavily admixed that 
we’ re not necessarily dealing with “47% whites” and “45% amerinds' . We’ re 
dealing with a bunch of light brown people who have varying degrees of European, 
Amerindian and some African admixture within each person. 
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Like with Mexico, the genetic differences that should produce very small differences in 
IQ, produce corresponding differences in scores on standardized tests. The "Genetic 
IQ” difference of the top 8 and the bottom 8 is 2.67, while the difference in SABER 
score is 2.46 between those groups. 


This is a higher level of precision than I would have expected in terms of racial 
admixture predicting relative standardized test scores within a country. 


Bogota, the capitol city, is an outlier. If it were treated normally it would fit in the most 
European group of countries and would actually widen the gap between the most 
European districts and everyone else. 


Admixture in Brazil 
For Brazil, can look at PISA scores by region, and compare that to the admixture of the 
regions. 


PISA scores are available for each state here, and the admixture for each region 

is here, and the states in each region is available here, just so you know I didn’ t find 
the data and then group the states in such a way as to confirm a hereditarian theory. 
The states and regions were pre-defined. 

I have not been able to find any admixture data for each state. If I did I would have 
grouped the states by European % like I did with Mexico and Colombia. You can see 
what the excel file looked like when I was finished here. 


" f Average of 
Genetic IQ E 


MONI state PISA 
Region % Euro % Amerindian 96 African Prediction scores 
South 77 11 12 96.98 417.3 
Southeast 67 10 29 95.32 413.3 
Central- West 64 12 24 94.96 404.6 
Northeast 58 15 27 94.18 380.9 
North 52 32 16 94.24 376.6 


“Genetic IQ prediction” is assuming that the European admixture should be 100, 
Amerindian should be 90, African should be 84. Don’ t take this too seriously, as this 
is Just a rough idea of what the scores should be relative to each other. 


Perhaps my estimate of 90 for the Amerindian portion is too high for the “Genetic IQ 
Prediction” , as the North underperforms the Northeast on PISA when my prediction is 
that it should be slightly higher; or perhaps it is a matter of an environmental disparity 
in the North, which seems intuitively plausible since the North is literally the Amazon 
rainforest. 


But it’ s not a big deal, as the hereditarian prediction is mostly upheld; if anything, the 
exceptionalism of whiteness may be more important than perhaps even I(!) suspected, 
as it really is the white percentage driving the PISA scores. 


Admixture and Average IQ of Latin American Countries 

Using admixture data from Human varieties and IQ data from table 2.1 of Lynn 2012, 
we can compare the European admixture of 29 countries in the Americas and their 
correlation with IQ: 
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Excel 
29 Countries in the Americas file here 
105 Idon t 
shi: 
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95 
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compelling as the admixture data within Mexico and Colombia, as there are obvious 
plausible environmental explanations for between- country differences in IQ. But it still 
complicates any environmental explanation. 


Even when considering the inconsistency of the tests that will introduce noise and thus 
dampen any correlation, the huge economic disparities between countries, there is still 
a correlation of 0.4146. 

Skin Colour 

Skin colour is a fairly reliable way of determining admixture in a person, especially 
when we know things already about a specific group, like blacks in the United States. 


And so, we can look at how dark a Black person is in the United States as a rough 
indication of their admixture. Obviously some light—skinned blacks have more African 
admixture than some darker —skinned blacks, but there will also be times when the 
light -skinned—- blacks are even less African than their already light skin would suggest. 


Which is why we take groups of people - a lighter group of 20 blacks will probably 

have more European admixture than a darker group of 20 blacks - and the bigger the 

groups, the more confident we can be of this. And so, we can use skin colour as a 
"rough and ready” proxy for European admixture in blacks in the US. 


GSS 2012 PVT Scores 

The General Social Survey includes a picture vocabulary test and the examiner would 
write down the skin colour of the person they were examining. These were the results 
of that: 


Colour PVT Score Number 
White 6.22 9477 
Light — Black 5.67 69 

All Blacks 5.13 191 
Dark- Black 4.69 99 


147|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


The light Black group, which with 69 people is enough to say that they are certainly 
more European by admixture on average, scored higher than all Blacks and dark 
Blacks. 


NLSY 1997 PVT Scores 
The 1997 National Longitudinal Survey of Youth included a picture- vocabulary test 
and score. Examiners also rated the respondent by skin colour sometimes. I’ m not 


sure how often or in what circumstances this was asked, since apparently whites were 
only asked it 3 times in each wave. 


These were the results of that: 


Colour Wave III PVT Number WaveIPVT Number 
Black 89.64 243 91.2 246 
Dark Brown 88.92 249 92.09 287 
Medium Brown 96.05 294 95.56 287 
Light Brown 98.31 109 97.47 111 
White 110.33 3 105.33 3 

'The results are in line with the previous analysis. 

GSS 1982 


A PVT and skin- color question combination also existed in the 1982 General Social 
Survey, but in this one the examiner asked the subject what the colour of his skin 
was. This was the result of that: 


Colour Average PVT score Number 
Very Dark 4.43 42 
Dark 4.01 106 
Medium 4.79 208 
Light 5.25 67 
Very Light 5 14 

No Answer 5.07 14 


Odd result is that the very dark scored higher than dark. One possibility is that the 
very dark are African immigrants and possibly more intelligent than US Blacks of the 
same skin colour. 


Skin Colour by Country 
Templer and Arikawa looked at skin colour ratings and average IQ of 55 countries. 
These are their results aggregated from Table 2 in their paper: 


Skin Colour Rating Average IQ Number of Countries 
O to 1.99 98.4 18 

2 to 3.99 95.4 15 

4 to 5.99 84.9 8 

6 69.3 14 


Correlation between national IQ and skin colour was —0.90. By comparison, real GDP 
per capita correlated with IQ at 0.74. 


Which means that the negative relation between skin colour and national IQ was 
STRONGER than the positive relation between real GDP per capita and IQ. 
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And this is true even when you consider that Japan, China, Korea and Taiwan all have 
a skin colour rating of 2.00 and have IQs above 100. Le. East Asians are (according to 
this data) slightly darker than Europeans but have higher IQs. 


Admixture and Socioeconomic Status 

This review found that across 14 studies that measured African ancestry 13 found that 
the more African a person’ s genome was the lower their socioeconomic status tended 
to be. The 14th study found no association. 

Across 13 studies that measured European ancestry 11 found a positive association 
between how European a person' s genome was and how high their socioeconomic 
status was. The other two studies found no association. 


There was only 1 study which looked at East Asian ancestry and it was found to be 
positively associated with how educated someone is. 


There were also 15 studies which looked at how Native American ancestry correlated 
with success among Hispanics. 13 found a negative association. The other 2 found no 
association. 


Image source 

Shuey Studies 

The purpose of presenting the "Shuey studies' here is not that they will be 
particularly persuasive. It is simply to provide a view to the past and show that there 
really is nothing new under the sun. They also show just how long— going and 
consistent this admixture data has been. 

A.C. Strong 1913 


Colour % Retarded % Advanced Number 
Light 44.2 11.6 43 
Medium 31.1 6.6 45 
Dark 14.4 8.8 34 


Strong’ s results suggest that the mean intelligence of darker blacks is higher than 
that of lighter blacks. 
Ferguson 1919 


4 studies looking at samples of the Army Alpha and Beta tests used to screen troops 
prior to WW1. The tests were conducted in 1917. 


l*Study - 657 subjects, specific subject breakdown not available. 


Colour Median Score 

Light 51 

Dark 40 

2" Study - 667 subjects, specific subject breakdown not available. 
Colour Median Score 

Yellow 59 

Brown 45 

Black 39 


3" Study - 344 subjects, specific subject breakdown not available, score breakdown 
not available. Description reads “Dark scored 60% of Light" . 
A" Study - 727 subjects, illiterates, specific subject breakdown not available, score 


breakdown not available. Description reads “Dark scored 80% of Light” . 
Koch 1926 


149|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Sample from Austin, El Paso and San Antonio Texas. Number of subjects available for 
each test, no skin colour breakdown. Says, "Judgments made on faces with use of 
colour card." 


MMM = Myers Mental Measure 
NIT = National Intelligence Test 


Colour MMM NIT Det P-C 
Light 22.7 58.2 39.5 37.2 
Intermediate 19.9 51.9 35.8 40.7 
Dark 21.2 53.1 35.3 39.3 
Number 613 246 132 87 


Author notes “No consistency in ranking of dark and intermediate" 


Herskovits 1926 


Herskovits took correlates of negroid features with scores on the Thorndike College 
Entrance Exam, 115 subjects. 


Criteria Correlation w/ test score 
Nose width 0.01 

Lip thickness —0.2 

Black element (pigmentation) —0.14 

White element (pigmentation) 0.17 


Author notes, “Lighter Negroes given preferment within race, making dark show up to 
‘ill advantage on tests” . It seems like Herskovits presumed an environmental / 
discrimination hypothesis. 


Davenport 1928 

Davenport gives qualitative descriptions of scores on 5 tests. Says of method 
“Attempted to select whites, browns and blacks from same social stratum. All 3 

groups from several towns in Jamaica. Some whites in addition from Grand Cayman 

Island.” 


Subjects were all adults. 


Cube - Whites best, browns intermediate 
Know - whites best, browns intermediate 
Manikin - Whites best, browns intermediate but more failure than blacks 
Alpha - Whites best, browns intermediate 
Draw—-a-man - Whites best, others same 


Author comments "Browns perhaps were more highly selected than others. Browns 
more variable and generally made somewhat better scores than blacks." 


Klineberg 1928 - West Virginia 
Correlation of negroid features with scores on the Pintner - Paterson test. 139 Subjects 


gathered by *House-to-house canvass of villages. Skin colour measured by Milton— 
Bradley colour top.” Tests done in north-eastern West Virginia. 


Feature Correlation with test score 
Nose width —0.06 

Lip thickness —0.1 

Black pigment —0.12 
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Author notes, "On whole, no definite evidence for inverse relation between test 
scores and degree of Negro blood indicated" . 


In my opinion Klineberg is misinterpreting his own data. 


Klineberg 1928 - New York City 


Subjects were 200 black “boys from PS 139, divided into 4 groups using Ferguson’ s 
technique” . 


Group Score 
Less Negroid 99 
Most Negroid 97 


Klineberg misinterprets his results again saying, “No correspondence between Negro 
blood, as judged by inspection and general Negro appearance and test results." 


Young 1929 

Subjects were from Baton Rouge and Lake Charles Louisiana, “all 9 and 10 year olds 
in 3" grade and above. With aid of teachers and principals, subjects were divided into 
darker and lighter." 

Obvious methodological problem already is that it doesn’ t count students held back, 

which may be darker or lighter (probably darker) than those on track. 


9—year olds Median Mean 
Light 35 42 
Dark 35 30 
10-year olds 

Light 45 46 
Dark 35 41 


Peterson 1929 - New York City 

Peterson looked at 75 boys from an elementary and a junior high school in New York 
City. It was another correlation between IQ (Yerkes Pre—- Adolescent Point Scale) and 
Negroid features: 


Trait Correlation with test score 
Nose width —0.11 

Lip thickness 0.07 

Ear height —0.15 

Interpupillary Span 0.01 


The author notes, “Only slight evidence that these Negro traits correlate negatively 
with intelligence. Possibly skin colour may be best criterion of degree of Negro 
blood." 


Peterson 1929 - Nashville Tennessee, Chicago Illinois 


Peterson describes the subject selection methods: 


Nashville - “All 12—year olds in 2 elementary schools and 9 from a junior high 
school.” N = 83. 


Chicago - “From parks and playgrounds in the summer” N = 75. 


Results are combined. Two tests were used: Stanford- Binet 1916, Myers Mental 
Measure. 


Skin Colour Stanford-Binet MMM 
Light 17 35.8 
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Dark 14.2 25.8 

Correlations with lightness: 

Stanford - Binet 0.18 
Myers Mental Measure 0.3 


Jenkins 1936 comparison to Herskovits' 


Jenkins was an analysis of 63 gifted students in Chicago. Results are reported as 
percentage with IQs above 125. This was compared to 1,551 cases reported by 
Herskovits. 


Jenkins % above IQ 125 Herskovits % above IQ 125 


Full Negro 22.2 28.3 
3/4 Negro 46.1 31.7 
Half Negro 15.9 25.2 
1/4 Negro 15.9 14.8 


Jenkins notes "Chicago percentages strikingly similar to those of Herskovits for 
general population. These superior children are not atypical in racial composition." 


Tanser 1939 - Kent County, Ontario 
Method described as “Identification on basis of information given by teachers and 


local residents. Some of them coloured.” Test used was Pintner—- Cunningham, 54 
subjects tested. 


Group IQ 
Mixed- Bloods 86.4 
Full—Bloods 79.1 
Bruce 1940 


Study from rural Virginia. Used Kuhlmann- Anderson and Stanford-Binet 1916 tests. 
Selection method states "Representative sample from original 432 by taking every 
5" in IQ order. Examiner rated each subject according to skin colour." 


Colour Median Mean 
Light 76 78.7 
Dark 73 74.35 


Author notes “41% of dark equals or surpasses median of light Negroes.” 


Tanser 1941 
Same methods as in 1939, also in Kent County, Ontario. 


Pintner Non- 


Group NIT Language Pintner—Paterson 
Mixed 91.7 97 96.7 

Full Negro 87 94.5 87.8 

Number 103 102 162 

Codwell 1947 


Subject selection described as “480 of 680 boys in P. Wheatley High School. Age 
range of the 480 was 11-18. Test used was Otis. Done in Houston, Texas. 


Group IQ Average Number 
Strong Evidence of White 91.9 94 
Intermediate 90.9 210 
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Dominantly Negroid 87 176 

Author notes, “Except for capacity to learn new motor skills (where SEW’ s were 
superior to DN’ s) DN’ s excelled in most factors of motor function and were most 
inferior in intelligence.” 

Grinder - 1964 

Test used was the draw—a- man test in Jamaica. 


"Subjects drawn from approximate 50 schools throughout island after schools had 
been rated on basis of social class milieu. In the main, every child “who was in middle 
child—hood” was used as a subject, except in large schools where children tested was 
about 35. Colour rating assigned to each subject based on observation of skin colour, 
hair texture and nose breadth." 


All Subjects Low Score High Score Total 
Light 29 (27.3595) 77 (72.64%) 106 
Mixed 89 (45.18%) 108 (54.82%) 197 
Dark 387 (60.66%) 251 (39.34%) 638 
Middle Class 

Light 23 (26.44%) 64 (73.56%) 87 
Mixed 53 (41.09%) 76 (58.91%) 129 
Dark 208 (56.83%) 158 (43.17%) 366 
Conclusion 


The totality of evidence is most easily explained by a hereditarian standpoint on race 
and IQ. Certainly, one could come up with a string of environmental hypothesis and 
theories to explain admixture data, but what I find with the average person is that 
when they see this data, and a seasoned environmentalist starts putting forth all sorts 
of exotic environmental explanations for things like this, the layman thinks “I didn’ t 
sign up for this” . 


And it’ s true. The layman has no clue just how much information there is on this 
topic, and just how complicated environmental explanations have to become to account 
for it. 


Of course, you can always create a web of environmental effects that accounts for all 
of the observed data. Youcan “control for” all sorts of things and see that IQ 
differences all vanish. Sure, we could also control for how confident they are while 
taking the IQ test and see a few points from the gap vanish as well. 


Normally we would say to obviously allow both genetics and environment to explain 
varying parts of racial disparities, depending on where and when we’ re talking about. 
There is no “genetic determinism” to speak of, and as far as I know never was. It’ s 
a battle between one view of the world that allows genetics, and another that doesn' t 
allow genetics - either in certain instances or sometimes in total. 


One view says that environment and genetics explains racial disparities in IQ and IQ— 
like things, and another says only environment can explain race gaps. Normally these 
very same people allow for genetics to distinguish individuals or even groups of people 
SO LONG AS those groups don' t correspond to races. 


And once you recognize this, the denial of hereditarianism 1s revealed as baldly 
political. 
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RACIAL DIFFERENCES IN IQ RELATED GENES 


SUMMARY: Over the past 5 years, a variety of specific genes have been shown to 
influence IQ. Versions of these genes which lead to higher intelligence are 
consistently found to be more common in whites than in blacks. The difference 
between Asians and whites Is less clear. The consistency of these findings, which 
have been replicated across two genetic databases, makes an egalitarian view of 
racial intelligence differences improbable. This research also suggests that 
selection, instead of genetic drift, causes racial intelligence differences because IQ 
related genes are more racially differentiated than most genes are. In fact, they 
are more racially differentiated than height related genes are, suggesting that 
selection for racial intelligence differences was stronger than selection for racial 
height differences. 
When I first started looking into race realism, no one had any idea what specific genes 
might explain racial differences in intelligence. Happily, that situation is changing. A 
ground breaking 2015 paper by David Piffer of the Ulster Institute for Social Research 
looked at population level differences in the frequency of all 9 gene variants which, as 
of July 2015, had been reliable associated with intelligence. This post will describe that 
paper. 

1. IQ Related Genes 
To begin with, let’ s look at how these 9 genetic variants, called SNPs, were shown to 
relate to IQ. These SNPs were studies across 7 studies, each of which is described 
below: 


Reitvald et al (2013) measured two phenotypes. The first, years of education 
completed, had a discovery sample size of 101,069. The second, a binary variable 
measuring whether or not the person has completed college, had a sample size of 
95,4277. Both samples only included Whites. 3 SNPs were found that predict both 
phenotypes in the discovery and replication samples. These three SNPs explained . 
022% of educational variance. Each SNP was associated with an extra month of 
education and a 1.896 increase in the chance of completing college." 

Ward (2014) had a sample of 5,979 individuals who were genotyped and took an 
English SAT test while 6,145 were genotyped and took a math SAT. The participants 
were between 13 and 14 years old. All participants were White, and 4 principal 
components of SNP co-variance were extracted. The top 3 SNPs identified with 
Rietvald et al (2013) were found to significantly predict SAT scores. Each allele was 
associated with an average increase of .041 standard deviations in English scores and . 
028 standard deviations increase in math scores. 

Reitvald et_al (2014) involved three samples. One contained 107,736 individuals and 
measured educational attainment. Another contained 24,189 individual and measured 
general intelligence. A third sample contained 8,652 old individuals for whom dementia 
and memory was measured. It found three SNPs associated with educational attainment 
which were also found, in a separate sample, to be associated with intelligence. Each 
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SNP predicted an increase of 0.3 IQ points. However, one of these SNPs was highly 
correlated with other SNPs in this analysis and was therefore dropped. 
Davies et al (2015) utilized three samples (Ns= 53,949, 5,976, and 5,487) which 
were genotyped and had their general intelligence measured. All participants were 
white, sex was controlled for, and 4 principal components of SNP co- variance were 
extracted. 13 SNPs were found to predict cognitive ability at P«.0000001. These 
SNPs were spread across three chromosome regions. The top three SNPs, one from 
each region, explained between .19% and 1.27% of intelligence variance in the 
replication samples. These three SNPs were used in Piffer' s analysis. 
Ibrahim—Verbaas (2015) utilized 40 samples. 20 of them were involved in the 
discovery phase and ranged in size from 5,429 to 32,070. The other 20 were used as 
replication samples and ranged in size from 1,311 to 21,860. The phenotypes looked at 
were executive functioning and processing speed. Each sample was entirely made of 
one race; however, some were all black and others were all white. One 
SNP, rs17518584, was found to be a significant and replicated predictor. 
Davies et al (2011) 's discovery sample was 3,511 individuals and its replication 
samples was 670 people. All participants were White. The phenotype measured was 
fluid intelligence. A single SNP was found to be predictive in the discovery sample, but 
it failed to replicate. 
Benjamin (2013) 's discovery sample size was 12,441 and its replication sample size 
was 5,548. The phenotype measured was general intelligence. All the samples were 
White, and 4 principal components of SNP co- variance were extracted. The only 
significant allele, the same as in Davies et al 2011, was found to be a significant 
predictor of G. Thus, though the SNP failed to replicate in Davies et al (2011), it 
replicated here with a superior sample. 

2. Racial Differences in IQ Related Genes 
To see how these 9 SNPs differed between populations Piffer utilized data on 23 
populations from the public genetic database 1000 GENOMES. National IQ data was 
mostly taken from Lynn and Vanhanen (2012). 
So, what did Piffer find with these 9 SNPs? Well, for one thing, he found that they all 
correlated with each—other to a high degree. A single factor was extracted which 
explained 61% of SNP frequency variance. The average factor loading strength was . 
76 and the strength of the factor loading ranged from .35 to .97. 


A polygenic score, calculated by taking the average frequency of these SNPs in each 
population, correlated with national IQ at .91. It’ s worth noting that these SNPs 
predicted national IQ better than random SNPs did and continued to predict national IQ 
after the general genetic distance between populations was controlled for. 
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hene vanam intelltgencs. nea The average SNP frequency by race was 36% for 
Blacks, 53% for Whites, and 60% for Asians. It 
thus mirrored the racial IQ hierarchy. On average, 
IQ related SNPs were 17.4% more common 

Rs17522122 Negative 62.2 among Whites than Blacks, 23.7% more common 

among Asians than among Blacks, and 6.2% more 


common among Asians than Whites. 


Rs10457441 Positive 41.7 


Rs10119 Positive 90.4 


Some people will respond to this evidence by 
pointing out, correctly, that thousands of SNPs are involved in explaining IQ variations 
and concluding from this that information about 9 SNPs isn’ t really a big deal. 
However, this argument ignores the fact that it is highly improbable that the first nine 
SNPs analyzed should all favour Whites over Blacks if no systemic difference exists 
between the races in IQ related genes generally. 


3. Signs of Selection 


Okay, say IQ related SNPs are most common among Asians, followed by Whites, 
followed by Blacks. But why? Well, there is some pretty good evidence that natural 
selection is the root cause of these differences. We can test this because, due to 
random drift, there will be a certain degree of genetic distance between populations 
just do geographic distance and matting barriers. However, if an allele is made to differ 
between populations via selection then it will differ between populations more than 
average. 


Piffer looked at this by analysing the standard deviation in SNP frequencies across 
populations. He found that sets of random SNPs had an average standard deviation of . 
046, compared to .06 for a set of 66 SNPs related to height, and .088 for the 9 IQ 
related SNPs. Thus, not only do IQ related SNPs show signs of selection, the signs of 
selection for IQ related SNPs are stronger than those for genetic variation related to 
height. 


4. Find the Genes 


Thus, molecular genetic evidence on IQ related SNPs supports the race realist 
position. This certainly strengthens our case, but some people will regard this as the 
only evidence worth considering. And this, the “find the genes” argument, is a 
mistake. 


It should be obvious that we can infer that differences are caused by genes without 
knowing what “the genes” are. Prior to the 20th century, no one even knew what a 
gene was. Were they, therefore, unjustified in thinking that any difference, whether 
between pairs of people or humans and non—humans, was innate? 


Even today, we don' t know most of the genes that explain variation in traits like 
height which are widely accepted as heritable. Nor do we know the genes which 
explain all the neurological differences between humans and chimps. Should we 
therefore withhold judgment on whether or not said differences are caused by the 
environment? 


Recall that science is about forming a hypothesis that makes testable predictions. The 
fact of the matter is that hereditarian hypotheses make many predictions that have 
nothing directly to do with the distribution of trait related genes. 
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For instance, the hereditarian view on race and IQ makes predictions about how 
universal racial IQ gaps should be, how they should relate to sub-test and SES 
heritability, and whether or not they should disappear when the environment is held 
constant. 


Clearly then, there are many valid, scientific, ways of testing hereditarian views that 
aren’ t about “finding the genes” . Of course, the genes seem to be on our side, but 
our case was strong even before we had confirmed this. 


BRAIN SIZE AND INTELLIGENCE 
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NS 
Homo sq 1. Brain 
Size Correlat 
es With IQ 
In the last ten years, 
three meta- analyses 
bacheca on over 100 studies 
on the relationship 
between brain size 
and intelligence have 
been done. All three 
showed that the 
larger a person’ s 
brain is the higher 
they are likely to score on an IQ test (McDaniel 2005, Rushton and Ankey 2009, 
and Pietschnig et al 2015). These studies produced correlations ranging from .24 to . 
40, meaning that a person with a brain size 1 standard deviation above average would, 


A 
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on average, be predicted to have an IQ score .24—.40 standard deviations above 
average. (Or, put yet another way, brain size explains between 24% and 40% of 
differences in IQ. No, this is not what r^2 means.) 

Rushton and Ankey (2009) provided the largest review of this evidence by 
comparing how well brain size predicts intelligence when brain size is measured via 
MRI as opposed to being estimated from the size of the head. They found that brain 
size is a better predictor of IQ when measured by MRI. When an MRI is used, the 
correlation between brain volume and IQ is 0.38, while it is only 0.20 when non- MRI 
techniques are used. 


Another interesting comparison was made by Pietschnig (2015), who showed that 
brain size is a better predictor of IQ among healthy people than among clinical samples 
(r = .26 vs .21). This makes sense as we’ re looking at more “standardized” brains 
and not the effects of various pathologies. 


Also noteworthy: an analysis of six studies showed that there is a .63 correlation 
between how well an IQ sub-test correlated with brain size and how well that IQ sub— 
test measures general intelligence as opposed to a specific intellectual skill (Rushton 
and Ankey 2009). 

2. Brain Size Differences Cause IQ Differences 

Now, the fact that brain size correlates with IQ does not show that difference in brain 
size cause difference in IQ. A correlation is evidence of causation, but far from proof. 
However, there are several other pieces of evidence suggesting that brain size and IQ 
are causally related: 

1. Several studies have shown a genetic correlation between IQ and brain size. 
This means that the same genes which explain variation in IQ also explain 
variation in brain size (Posthuma et al. 2002, Gignac et al, 2003, 
and Hagenaars et al, 2016.) The simplest explanation for this finding is that 


some genes influence IQ by influencing brain size. 
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2. People’ s brain size changes throughout life. Studies looking at the same people 
over several years show that changes in brain size predict changes in 
IQ (McGill 2011) . Moreover, brain size and IQ follow the same life span pattern 
of increasing until a person’ s mid 20’ s and sharply declining in old 


age (Rushton and Ankey 2009). The simplest explanation for these findings is 


that changes in brain size over time cause changes in IQ over time. 


3. Breeding experiments which breed animal populations to be more intelligent 
also end up breeding bigger brained animals. For instance, one study bred mice 
for 12 generations to be better at finding their way through mazes and said mice 
ended up with brains 2.5 standard deviations larger than the first generation had 


(Hamilton 1935). 


4. In the 20th century IQs around the world have risen. So too has brain size 
(Thompson 2015). 


5. Humans have evolved through several species, each more intelligent than the 


last. We have also evolved larger brains with each passing species (Roth and 
Dicke 2005). 


6. Five studies have looked at the relationship between brain size and IQ within 
families (Rushton and Ankey 2009). Four of them found that smarter siblings 
also tend to have larger brains. This suggests that the brain size - IQ 
correlation cannot be explained by factors live poverty and access to nutrition, 
which are generally equal within families and between siblings. 

Of course, no single piece of evidence on its own is strong enough to justify the claim 
that variation in brain size causes variation in IQ. But, taken together, I think they make 
a decent case. I can’ t think of any better single scientific explanation for all 6 points. 


3. Common Objections 


That being said, there are also a series of common objections to this idea. I will try to 
list each and then explain why I don' t think it shows that brain size does not impact 


IQ. 


The most common argument goes like this: men have bigger brains than women, but 
men are not smarter than women. Therefore, larger brains much not cause people to 
be smarter. I think this argument would work well against the view that brain size is 
the only factor that influences intelligence. However, I’ ve never heard of anyone who 
actually holds that view. 


Rather, I think that brain size is one of many factors that influence IQ. So, if men have 
larger brains than women but are not smarter than women then I would assume that 
women make up for this deficit by having an advantage over men in some other way. 
For instance, some autopsy data has suggested that women' s neurons are more 
tightly packed than men' s are. Thus, men and women may have a the same neuron 
count even though they have different brain sizes (Lipton 2002 page 193). Or, there 
may be some other difference that we, or at least I, don’ t know about. Either way, 
this is not a very compelling argument. 
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It’ s also worth noting that the assumption behind that argument, that men and women 
are equally intelligent, may not be true. Depending on which meta- analysis or large 
study you look, you can find that men have higher IQs than women or that the sexes 
have equal IQ (Jackson and Rushton 2006, Flynn and Case 2011, andIrwing and 
Lynn 2005). If there is an IQ advantage for men, then this argument against brain size 
and IQ becomes even weaker. 

In addition, men and women differ in their patterns of intelligence (Parsons 

2003, Contreras 2007, Kaufman 2006) and the weightings of skills on IQ tests don’ t 
necessarily have a 1:1 ratio with how much brain area each skill uses. 

Another argument sometimes made is that people with megalencephaly, a neurological 
disease, have huge brains but do not have high IQs. Therefore, large brains must not 
cause high IQ. Though this case was made by various well-known academics 


in Pietschnig et al (2015), frankly, I think this is a pretty silly argument. If having a 


large brain causes people to be more intelligent it is probably because having large IQ— 
related brain regions, all else being equal, causes you to be smarter. But having really 
big IQ—related regions of the brain does not cause brain diseases like megalencephaly. 
More generally, people with megalencephaly have brains that do not work like normal 
people' s do. Given this, it isn' t safe to conclude anything about the general 
relationship between brain size and IQ based on this diseased population. 
An analogous argument to this line about megalencephaly would be to say that bigger 
hearts don’ t pump more blood because people with enlarged hearts pump less blood. 
It is worth mentioning the extremely dishonest case against the brain size and IQ 
connection given by the psychologist Richard Nisbett in his popular 2009 book 
"Intelligence and How to Get It *. On page 219, Nisbett writes "The correlation 
found within the white population probably does not indicate that greater brain size 


causes higher IQ. Within a given family, the sibling with the larger brain has no higher 
IQ on average than the sibling with the smaller brain” . To justify this claim Nisbett 
cites the single study that found this null result and does not tell his reader that 4 other 
studies have found that brain size does predict IQ within families. 

Moreover, 4 of these 5 studies have small to moderate samples with questionable 
quality. Berhvall et al (2006) is the major exception. This study found the within 
family IQ relationship in a representative sample of over 90,000 Swedish males. Thus, 
it is a well-established fact that siblings with larger brains also tend to be smarter. 
Nisbett just cherry picked the single study to argue that this was not true in a 
shockingly obvious way, and basically got away with it. 


Finally, some people make the argument that some animal species have larger brains 
than humans, but no animal species are smarter than humans. Therefore, brain size 
doesn’ t cause IQ. The response to this argument is twofold. First, if one species has a 
larger body than another it may require a larger brain to manage that body equally 
well. This is important because many of the animals with larger brains than humans, 
such as certain kinds of whales, are also huge. 


Secondly, brains in different species are organized differently than human brains are. 
This difference in organization is what causes them to be less intelligent in the first 
place and there is no reason whatsoever to think that brain size, even if it is one causal 
factor in intelligence, could make up for this. Should we abandon the idea that there is a 
connection between computer size and disk space if someone shows us a really big 
computer from 1970 with less disk space than an iPhone? 
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And while this is not a direct response to the argument - whales, dolphins and 
elephants are generally considered some of the smartest non-human animals. 


RACE DIFFERENCE IN BRAIN SIZE 


Summary: 
There are four methods of measuring brain size, and studies utilizing all four methods 
have found that Whites have larger brains than Asians who have larger brains than 
Blacks. If you adjust for body size, the position of Whites and Asians flips. There are 
at least six lines of evidence to suggest that genes explain part of these racial 
differences: the differences are present at birth, around the world, the Black/White 
brain size gap is not smaller today than it was 100 years ago, mixed race individuals 
have brain sizes in —between their parent’ s races, and, finally, traits that typically 
co-—evolve with brain size differ racially in a way that mirrors brain size differences. 
Moreover, there is reason to think that climate was an important evolutionary factor 
driving these changes. Finally, racial brain size differences can account for some, but 
not all, of the racial IQ gaps. 

1. Four Methods; One Finding 
In 1994 Harvey et al preformed the first study comparing the brain size of different 
racial groups using MRI technology to measure brain size. They confirmed previous 
findings: Blacks have smaller brains than Whites. The same finding was reproduced 
by Jones et al (1994), though the difference wasn' t statistically significant. Chee et 
al (2010) found that Whites have larger brains than East Asians. Finally, Tang et al 
(2010) found that Whites have longer brains than East Asians while East Asians have 
wider and taller brains than Whites. Unfortunately, all of these studies have very 


limited sample sizes and, with the exception of Tang et al, failed to control for 
differences in the sexual composition of racial samples. Thus, if, for instance, the Black 
samples had a higher female to male ratio than the White samples then, because men 
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have larger brains than women, Black’ s brain size will be depressed relative to 
Whites. 

These findings correspond well with what older studies measuring endocranial volume 
found. Endocranial volume is measured by filling the skull of a deceased person with 
some substance, often mustard seed, and then measuring the amount of said substance 
that fit into the skull. Beals (1984) aggregated data on roughly 20,000 subjects from 
past studies which showed East Asians having the largest skulls followed by Whites 
followed by Blacks. LKLKLI 

A famous critique of this line of work was launched by Gould (1981) who argued that 
researchers involved in this work, most famously the 19th century anthropologist 
Samuel Morton, unconsciously allowed their racist views to cause them to back 
material more tightly into White skulls than into Black skulls and thus inflate the racial 
difference. Gould also accused Morton of excluding data from his tables that increased 
the racial disparity in brain size in favour of Whites. Both of these accusations have 
been shown to be false. Morton’ s skulls were re-examined by modern researchers 
who reproduced Morton' s results, and the data that Gould accused Morton of 
omitting was actually included by Morton in the same book that Gould cited, just on 
different pages (Lewis et al. 2011). Gould was thus exposed as nothing more than a 
petty propagandist who believed that his clout in academia would prevent people from 
noticing his deceit. 

Of course, a third way to measure brain size is to rip a brain out of a skull during an 
autopsy and measure its volume. Autopsy work done in the late 2000' s found that 
Whites averaged the largest brains, followed by, East Asians, followed by Blacks 
(Rushton and Ankney, 2009). This same method has been used to confirm the 


Back/White/Asian brain size disparity for well over a century: 
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Source: Rushton (1995) 


Tobias (1970) offered a highly influential critique of this literature which in turn was 
cited and popularized by Gould. In it, Tobias argued that comparisons of the brain size 
of racial groups based on autopsies were invalid because they failed to control for a 
wide variety of variables that could impact brain size. Said variables included, but were 
not limited to, age of death, nutritional intake early in life, occupational status, cause of 
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death, time of death, temperature the brain was kept in after death, and the exact place 
the brain was cut from the spinal cord. 

Some of these controls would obviously be misleading because of the correlation 
between things Tobias wanted held constant and intelligence (occupational status for 
instance) and so holding them constant would involve holding a part of the racial IQ gap 
constant. That being said, of these criticisms are valid. However, there is no reason to 
think that any of these problems would bias the results in favour of one race or 
another. And random error introduced can be overcome via aggregation. Thus, Rushton 
(1995) combined all the data from the studies Tobias critiqued and found the now 
familiar pattern of Whites having the largest brains, followed by Asians, followed by 
Blacks. 

The fourth way to measure brain size is to estimate it based on external head size. The 
major advantage to this study is that researchers can cheaply measure the brain sizes 
of large and representative samples of living people. One of the largest of these studies 
was Rushton (1994) which had a sample in the tens of thousands and found that 
Whites had the largest brains, followed by East Asians, followed by Blacks. Similar 
results were found by Rushton (1992) in an analysis of 6,325 military personnel, and 
by Rushton (1997) in an analysis of nearly 40,000 Americans. 


As we’ ve seen, some of these methods are controversial. However, many of these 
criticisms are invalid and the criticisms which are valid would not bias the results with 
respect to race. Moreover, all four methods result in the same findings regarding the 
racial ordering of brain size. Given this, we can take it as well established that Whites 
have larger brains than Asians who in turn have larger brains than Blacks. 


2. Brain Size and Body Size 
'The racial ordering by brain size changes if you adjust for racial differences in body 
size. When done, East Asians have the largest brains, followed by Whites, followed by 
Blacks (For instance: Rushton, 1992 and Rushton, 1994). Adjustments for body size 
became much more common in the late 20th century, causing the racial ordering 
reported in papers to change. Lieberman (2001) invented some creative science 
fiction about how this change reflected Japan' s economic success during this time 
period which caused the evil racist professors, who want to justify whatever the 
economic status quo is, to change the racial brain size ordering. But body size 
adjustments are what actually happened. 


This brings up an interesting question: which matters more for intelligence absolute 
brain size or brain size relative to body size? It is plausible to think that larger bodies 
require more brains to “manage” . But how strong is that relationship? Do organisms 
with bodies 10% larger need brains that are 10% larger, 5% larger, or 1 96 larger, in— 
order to manage their extra body size? The fact is that we don' t know, and, because 
of this, we don’ t really know whether East Asians or Whites get a larger boost to 
their IQ as a result of their brain size. (We do, however, know that both groups have 
larger brains than Blacks.) 


3. The Cause of Racial Brain Size Differences 


So, the races differ in brain size. But why? Well, there are at least six lines of evidence 
suggesting that genes explain at least some, though not necessarily all, of the racial 
brain size disparities. 
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'The first thing to note 1s that brain size in the general population has a heritability of 
87%. Thus, almost all the differences between individuals in brain size are caused by 


genes. 
Secondly, we should note that racial brain size differences are present at, and even 
before, birth. Thus, Schultz (1922) found that White foetuses had larger brain cases 
than Black foetuses in a sample of 623 foetuses. Similarly, Rushton (1997) found that, 
at birth, Asians had larger brains than White who in turn had larger brains than Blacks 
in a sample of 35,859 American infants. Lastly, Ho et al (1980) found that White new— 
borns had larger brains than Black new —borns in a sample of 782 infants. The use of 
Ho et al' s data is controversial, because the racial difference in this sample is due to 
more Blacks than Whites being born prematurely. It isn’ t clear what we should make 
of this fact, because the norms for what a healthy length of gestation is are based on 
Whites who physically mature more slowly than Blacks. 


The third piece of evidence is that the racial gaps have existed for a long time. In fact, 
based on the data from the tables above, the White/Black brain size gap doesn’ t seem 
to have gotten any smaller during the 20th century. 


Male Racial Brain} . . . . 
The Asian/White gap has, suggesting that it 


may be more environmental in origin. (The 
female data paints the same picture, but 
there wasn t enough data to meaningfully 
break it down into 20— year periods.) 


White Male Asian Male 


1860-1879 1400 1337 This is in—spite of the fact that the 
environmental differences between Blacks 
and Whites have significantly lessened. For 

instance, racial differences in education and income have fallen, and explicit racism 
against Blacks is now rare. 


Fourthly, racial brain size differences have been found all around the world. For 
instance, the Beals and Smith data set previously referred to features skulls from over 
100 populations worldwide. Many of the autopsy studies previously cited were done in 
East Asia, as were two of the MRI studies. This makes any gene independent cultural 
explanation less likely. 


Fifthly, several studies have shown that mulattoes have an average brain size in 
between that of Blacks and Whites (Pearl, 1934; Bean, 1906). This finding has been 
established on multiple occasions and is what a hereditarian hypothesis would predict 
since mulattoes are half White and half Black genetically speaking. 

Sixth, many traits which tend to co—evolve with larger brains also differ racially in a 
way that mirrors the body size adjusted brain size pattern. Rushton and Rushton 
(2003) looked at 37 anatomical features which 3 textbooks on human evolution 
identified as tending to co—evolve in the hominid line with larger brains. For instance, 
larger pelvic size tends to co—evolve with brain size so that mothers can give birth to 
larger brained infants. Rushton then utilized 5 forensic anthropology textbooks to look 
at racial differences in these traits. These traits followed the East Asian? White Black 
pattern in 25 out of 31 cases. The probability of this happening at random is . 
000000001. 
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Similarly, Rushton (2004) showed that, across 234 mammalian species, brain size 


correlates with longevity, gestation time, birth weight, litter size, age of first mating, 
body weight, and body length. Various studies have shown that each of these variables 
also differ between the races in a way that, based on what we find across the animal 
kingdom, would predict the body size corrected brain size differences we observe 
(Rushton, 1995; Templer 2006; Rushton and Templer, 2009). 

Thus, we have six lines of evidence all of which would be predicted by a hereditarian 
view on racial differences in brain size. While each line of evidence on its own may not 
be compelling, the combination of all six seems to strongly imply that racial brain size 


gaps are partly heritable. 


It is worth noting that the racial brain size gaps are probably not entirely attributable to 
genes. Some authors, including Richard Nisbett, have plausibly argued that nutrition 
also plays a role. However, there explanations are not mutually exclusive, no 
environmental variables has been shown to account for the majority of the gap, and, as 
we have seen, there are many separate lines of evidence indicating that genes also 
play a role 


The Evolution of Brain Size Differences 

There is good evidence that the races evolved different brain sizes in response to 
climate. Specifically, various studies have found that a population' s brain size 
correlates with climate related variables. For instance, Pearce and Dunbar (2011) 's 
data set produces a correlation of .74 between a population’ s brain size and its 
latitude. Similarly, Ash and Gallup (2007) found a correlation of .48 between the size 
of 109 fossilized human skulls and the latitude at which they were found. Further 
still, Bailey and Geary (2009) analyzed 175 skulls ranging in age from 10,000 years 
old to 1.9 million years old and found a correlation of —.41 between brain size and 
winter temperature and —.61 between size and latitude (larger brains were found in 
areas more distant from the equator). 


'This also, by the way, constitutes a seventh arguments for a genetic explanation of 
racial brain size differences. After all, this data shows that, broadly speaking, the same 
geographic variables that predict brain size today also did so 10,000+ years ago, 
suggesting that population brain size differences have been with us for a very long 
time. This data also gives us reason to think that distance from the equator, and the 
cold climates that come with it, had something to do with the evolutionary pressures 
that lead to racial differences in brain size. 


Race, IQ, and Brain Size 
To end this post, let’ s look at how much of the racial IQ gaps can be accounted for by 
racial brain size differences. 


Lynn (2015) used Smith and Beals data set of 20,000 skulls from 122 populations to 
estimate that roughly 30% of the African— European IQ gap can be statistically 
accounted for by brain size differences. By contrast, brain size differences would 
actually predict an Asian—- European IQ gap 35% larger than the one that actually 
exists. Thus, brain size is probably one of many factors, both biological and 
environmental, which account for racial intelligence differences. 
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BRAIN SIZE AND RACIAL INTELLIGENCE DIFFERENCES 


A review of 14 twin studies in which brain size was measured via MRI found that total 
brain volume was 82% heritable (Pepper et al 2007). In other words, the vast 
majority of why some people' s brains are bigger than others is explained by genetic 
differences between people. 

Some people may find this surprising because they' ve read about various extreme 
circumstances, such as child abuse or very bad poverty, which are associated with 
smaller brains. However, these findings are not contradictory. Such environments are 


rare and, because of this, explain little of brain volume variation in the general 
population. 

Consider a garden of 500 plants. Suppose that most of these plants have basically the 
same soll, but 5 of them have really bad soil and this makes them shorter than the 
other plants. Even though this effect is real and practically significant, it will explain 
very little of the total height variation within this garden because this deprived 
environment impacts so few plants. The same thing goes on with these rare 
environments that impact brain size. 


This is also an instance in which we should be mindful of gene— environment 
correlations. It may be that parents who are abusive or extremely poor have small 
brains for genetic reasons and then pass on their small brain genes to their kids. Or, 
people with genes that will cause small brains may also tend to be the kinds of people 
who put themselves in bad environments (intentionally or unintentionally). Studies 
which merely show a correlation between poor environments and small brains cannot 
rule out either of these possibilities. 


A particularly noteworthy study on the brain changing with the environment is Boas 
(1912). Boas, who was a founder a modern cultural anthropology, looked at the 
American children of European immigrants and found that their mean brain size was 
very different from that of their parents and more similar to the brain size of non— 
immigrant American children. This study has gone on to be cited endlessly and pointed 
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to as the first crack in the armour of genetic determinism. The problem? Boas forget to 
account for brain size differences that are a function of age. I kid you not. 

Sparks and Jantz (2002) re- analyzed Boas’ s data after accounting for the age 
difference between parents and children. The results? The brain size of immigrants 
and their children did not differ in any statistically significant way and the brain size of 
immigrant children did significantly differ from those of Americans. In fact, based on 
the correlations between parent and children brain size, the heritability coefficient 
derived from Baos' s own data is greater than 50%. To end this post, I’ d like to quote 
Sparks and Jantz at length: 

"Some 10 years before the immigrant study, Boas was one of the most (if not the 
most) statistical and quantitatively oriented anthropologists, as seen in publications 
from the period predating the immigrant study. In the final report presented to 
congress, Boas' statistical fluency tends to disappear, perhaps in the face of such a 
large data set and the lack of proper statistical tests. For the period in which this study 
was published, the results were presented in a manner making the data look as 
convincing as possible. We also must consider the attitude of Boas toward the scientific 
racism of the day. Evidence of Boas’ disdain for the often typological and racist ideas 
in anthropology have been reviewed previously and are evident also in his later 
publications. Boas’ motives for the immigrant study could have been entwined in his 
view that the racist and typological nature of early anthropology should end, and his 
argument for dramatic changes in head form would provide evidence sufficient to cull 
the typological thinking. We make no claim that Boas made deceptive or ill—contrived 
conclusions. In Fig. 1 it is evident that there are differences between American and 
European-born samples. What we do claim is that when his data are subjected to a 
modern analysis, they do not support his statements about environmental influence on 
cranial form.” 
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CHANGES IN THE AMERICAN BLACK-WHITE IQ GAP: 1916-2016 


In this article, I am going to examine how the Black/White IQ gap has changed over 
time in the United States. After documenting basic trends, I' ll look at what caused the 
B/W IQ gap to shrink in the late 20th century. As will be seen, simplistic explanations 
based on changes in wealth and education are inadequate. We don' t know for sure 
why this convergence of test scores occurred, but desegregation is the most plausible 
hypothesis I have been able to come up with. We' ll also see that this narrowing of the 
IQ gap may have reflected a narrowing in test—taking ability rather than genuine 
intelligence. Finally, I will consider what implications this data has on the causes of 
racial intelligence disparities. 


The First Fifty Years 


IQ tests began to be widely used in the 1910s. Until the 1960s, IQ tests were not given 
to large and representative samples of the population and so estimating the 
Black/White IQ gap for this time period is less than entirely straightforward. 


A vital resource on this topic is Audrey Shuey’ s 1966 book “The Testing of Negro 
Intelligence “. In it, Shuey compiled and analysed 382 studies which measured the 
Black/White IQ gap between the 1910s and 1965. 

School Data 
Within Shuey' s data, the closest we can get to representative samples of the national 
population comes from studies of school children. However, unlike today, a large 
fraction of people, especially Blacks, did not go to school during this time. Because 
poor and uneducated Black families were especially unlikely to send their children to 
school, the effect of this is to make studies under- estimate the true B/W IQ gap of the 
time. 


Because the Black/White gap in high school attendance was larger than the Black/White 
gap in elementary school attendance, this problem becomes more severe the older 
school children are. 


Because Black/White gaps in educational attainment fell with time, this problem 
lessened as the years went on. This bias will therefore produce an increase in the B/W 
gap over time even if there actually was none among the nation as a whole. 


That being said, here is Shuey' s data taken from 259 studies of preschool, 
elementary school, and high school, children tested between 1921 and 1965 (1). 
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The Based on this data, we can conclude that the B/W IQ gap 
was at least .84 SD in the first period, and at least 1.04 
SD in the second period. 


Group Tested 
The B/W IQ gap in this data set increased over time. 
Preschool Children However, to some degree, this just reflects the fact that 
a more representative sample of Blacks attended school 
as time went on. This is probably why the largest increase was seen among high— 
school students. 


War Data 


Another important source of early IQ data comes from the military. Each time America 
drafted people for a major war they administered IQ tests to the draftees. The 
standardized B/W IQ gaps found in these samples can be seen below (2): 


The (Standarun 


14 Some authors have argued that poor southern Blacks 
12 were excluded from mental testing in the first world 

war and, because of this, the world war one data 
underestimates the true B/W gap at the time (3). 


Like the data on school children, this data suggests that the B/Q IQ gap grew in the 
early 20th century. However, as with the data on school children, this might just be 
due to the representativeness of army draftees increasing between the first to the 

second world war. 


Birth Cohort Data 


Another source of information on the B/W IQ gap in the early 20th century comes from 
contemporary birth cohort studies. In these analyses, we look at the B/W IQ gap based 
on the year in which someone was born rather than the year in which someone had 
their IQ tested. This allows researchers to estimate the B/W IQ gap for decades prior 
to when their tests are administered. 


The birth cohort data we are going to look at right now comes from the General Social 

Survey’ s “word sum” vocabulary test. As the name implies, this is just a vocabulary 
test, but some vocabulary tests correlate as highly as .75 with full scale IQ, and so can 
be used as a proxy for general intelligence (4). 


That being said, the Word sum test does show a smaller B/W gap than full scale IQ 
tests do. In the 1960s—2000s Word sum B/W gaps were about 67% as large as the 
gaps shown on full IQ tests. We can use this figure to estimate the total IQ gap among 
birth cohorts (5). 
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Standardized B/W Wordsun 


Unfortunately, the correlation between life 
expectancy and IQ implies that these estimates 
probably still underestimate the actual IQ gap of the 
time. Even in the 1970s, when the GSS began 
collecting data, Black people born in the 1900s— 
1920s would have had above- average life expectancies and so above average IQs. 


Year 


1900s 


This will cause an underestimation of the true B/W IQ gap and this bias will be lesser 
the more recent the birth cohort is. Thus, this bias would, on its own, cause the B/W IQ 
gap to widen with time in the early 20th century. 


As can be seen, this data does show an increase in the gap between the 1900s and the 
1920s. It also shows a decline in the gap between the 1920s and the 1930s. 


Did the Gap Really Widen? 


Unfortunately, all three kinds of data we have on the early twentieth century have 
biases which will cause the appearance of the gap widening in the early 20th century. 
As we will see later, income and crime disparities between Blacks and Whites changed 
in the early 20th century in the direction that we would expect if the IQ gap widened 
while racial gaps in educational attainment did not. If I had to place a bet, I would say 
that the Black/White IQ gap probably widened in the early 20th century. But given the 
choice, I wouldn’ t bet at all. The available data is simply too problematic to justify any 
strong conclusions. 


The Convergence 


The website “Human Varieties” has published an excellent meta- analysis, an of 
update to Shuey' s work, showing what the B/W IQ gap has been over the 20th 
century across 700- samples (6). 


Ine ou 


12 144 1.17 In conjunction with the data already reviewed, this data 
m m set includes tests given to college applicants, 

standardized tests used in schools, IQ standardization 
data, tests given to criminals, and more. 


As can be seen, this approach suggests that the B/W IQ gap rose up into the 1970' s, 
declined in the 1990' s, and has stagnated ever since. It also shows that the 
Black/White IQ gap is almost as large today as it was prior to the 1960s. 


IQ Standardization Samples 


Of course, the primary objection to doing this sort of analysis is that not all data is 
equal in quality. The best data comes from IQ standardization samples which are likely 
to have very good measures of IQ and nationally representative samples of Americans. 


A standardization sample is a nationally representative sample that an IQ test company 
administers their test to in order to determine how to weight each test item so as to 
achieve the desired mean and standard deviation and to measure their tests 
psychometric validity. 


A new standardization sample is used each time a new version of a test is issued. 
There is variation in questions between versions of each test, but this is less than the 
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variation between different kinds of tests and so variation in test items are less likely 
to cause changes in the Black/White IQ gap. 


The samples used in standardization samples may be representative of the whole 
nation, but they are not always representative of every subset of the population. 
Specifically, the poorest and least educated people in the united states are sometimes 
underrepresented in these samples. This creates a problem when using them to 
estimate the absolute value of the B/W IQ gap for any time period but in no way 
inhibits our ability to measure changes in the B/W IQ gap over time. So long as the bias 
is stable, it’ s not a problem. 


In the early 20th century, IQ tests were rare and standardization samples were not 
reliably broken down by race. By the 1960s this situation had changed. I was able to 
find data on 8 IQ tests which had at least two standardization samples between the 
1960s and now. 


The Black/White 'The following three show continual significant (more 
l than 0.1) declines in the B/W IQ gap: the Wisc 
Test 1960's 197 (1970s—2000s), the Standford—Binet (1960s— 


2000s), and the AFQT (1960s-90s) (8). 
WISC 1.1 
The following three tests show no significant change: 


WAIS 1,1 the Kaufman (80s—2000s), the NAAL (90s—2000s), 
and the Wonderlic (1970s—2000s) (9). The GSS’ s 
word sum, analyzed by test administration year, also shows no significant change 
(1970s—20103). 


(The results for the Word sum test without excluding Hispanics are included in 
parentheses for the last two columns.) 


Finally, the following two IQ tests show a significant decline in the B/W IQ gap followed 
by a significant rise: the WAIS (1970s—- 2000s) and the Woodcock Johnson (1970s— 
90s) (10). 


Clearly, analysing tests this way gives us very mixed results. An alternative way of 
looking at this data is to go decade by decade. 


One test reported data in the 60s and 70s and it showed a decline of .05 SD in the gap. 
Three tests reported data in the 70s and 80s and they reported an average .15 SD 
decline in the gap. Three tests reported data in the 80s and 90s and they reported an 
average .01 SD decline in the gap. Five tests reported data in the 90s and 2000s and 
they reported an average .03 SD decline in the gap. One test reported data in the 
2000s and the 2010s and it showed an increase of .03 SD in the gap. These changes 
average out to a narrowing of the gap by .04 SD per decade. 


Five tests reported data in the 70s and the 90s. On average, they showed a decline in 
the gap of .09 SD. This amounts to .045 SD per decade. Four tests reported data in the 
70s and the 2000s. On average, they showed a decline of .12 SD. This amounts to .04 
SD per decade. Clearly, both trends are almost entirely explained by the .15 SD decline 
between the 70s and 80s. 


Three tests reported data in the 80s and 2000s. On average, they showed a decline in 
the gap of .11 SD. This amount to .04 SD per decade. However, this trend is entirely 
driven by the WISC test. 
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The other two tests which reported data in the 80s and 2000s show an average decline 
of .005 SD, virtually zero, in the gap. Moreover, the two tests are consistent on this 
point: The Word sum shows a change of 0.00 SD while the Kaufman shows a change of 
—0.01 SD. 


Given this, the most reasonable interpretation of the within test data is the same as 
what is implied by Human Varieties aggregate data: The B/W IQ gap declined between 
the 70s and 80s and has been stagnant since. 


School Tests 


Standardized tests given to school children are probably the second- best source of 
evidence. Compared to IQ testing companies, they have far larger samples but worse 
measures of cognitive ability. 


By far, the SATs are the best cognitive test administered by schools. Scores on these 
tests correlate at .86 with full-scale IQ, making them essentially an IQ test (11). SAT 
scores by race show a significant decline in the B/W gap in both verbal and math 

scores from 1975 to 1986. From 1987 to 2013 the B/W gap was largely stagnant (12). 


TIN lin ow NAEP tests focus more on acquired knowledge, and so are 
probably biased in favour of crystallized intelligence. However, unlike the SATs, they 
are administered to multiple age groups, which adds an interesting dimension to the 
data. 


Here is how the NAEP math gap has changed by age and decade (13): 


The Black win. 


Convergence in the Standardized Black/White NEAP Math Gap 
Age 70s to 80s 80s to 90s 90s to 2000s 2000s to 2010s 70s to 2010s 
9 0.01 -0.01 0.07 0 0.07 
13 0.16 0 0.14 -0.05 0.25 
17 0.12 0.11 -0.06 0.08 0.25 
Average 0.10 0.03 0.05 0.01 0.19 


And here is the same analysis, but for the NAEP’ s reading tests: 
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The Black Wmo 


= A few things of note emerge from this data. First, for 
— both tests, the largest convergence happened between 
the 70s and 80s just as we saw with IQ tests. Second, the reading test 
shows continued, smaller, gains in subsequent decades while the math test shows no 
significant convergence after the 1980s. Thirdly, convergence was larger for the 
reading test than it was for the math test. And fourthly, for both tests gains were 
stronger for 17— and 13-year olds than they were for 9 year olds. 


Finally, we have ACT data. The ACT is a newer test that has not been administered 
nationally for long. The B/W ACT gap is virtually identical today to what it was 15 
years ago (14). 


Convergence in the S : 
Black-W [In totality, the school data suggests that the B/W 


IQ gap probably converged between the 1970s 


Age 70s to 80s and 1980' s and has probably stagnated since. 

Year White Score Black This is the same conclusion supported by the 
aggregated and within test IQ data. 

2000 21.8 1 Though IQ test data and school data both paint 

20nR 210 ] 


the same general picture, the magnitude of the 
convergence is much greater in school tests. On average, each IQ test that had a 
standardization sample during and before the 1970s, and after the 1970s, showed a 
narrowing of the gap of 13%. By contrast, school test data showed a narrowing of 27%. 


Test 


Wisc 
Wais 
SB 
AFOT 


YEI.IDIRLIGNI 


(NAEP data for 17—year- olds was used in this table.) 


There is also NEAP data suggesting that the B/W IQ gap fell by about 1596 between 
the 1950s and the 1960s (28). It was not included in the above data because it is not 
available on the NAEPs website but, rather, comes from an academic paper, and shows 
different absolute gaps in later years then the NAEP website does today. 


By Birth Cohort 


A final source of evidence on changes in the B/W IQ gap in the later 20th century 
comes from birth cohort data. Since we are dealing with birth cohorts, a convergence 
in the 1970s should be reflected as a convergence among people born between the 40s 
and 60s. 


As can be seen, data from the word sum test is consistent with data from school tests 
and IQ tests. 
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(These numbers differ from those used previously 

because I excluded Hispanics to stop immigration 
Decade NH White Mean trends which began in the 1970s from affecting the 

| results. Non-Hispanic data could not be used for the 

1900s and 1910s because the GSS did not begin 

asking people whether or not they were Hispanic until 2000 by which point there were 

very few respondents born in these early decades.) 


| Wordsum Gap by I 


1920s 6.21 


Another birth Cohort data set comes from the 2008 WAIS standardization sample (15). 
The WAIS is the most popular full-scale IQ test in existence. Thus, the test itself is a 
much better measure of general intelligence than is Word sum. However, the WAIS 
sample is much smaller and because the results come from the late 2000’ s, people 
born in the early 20th century will virtually all be senior citizens. 

LABLE 4.7 WAIS—IV Mean FSIQ Dillerence Scores between Kacial/Ethnic Groups, 
by Birth Cohort 


Birth Cohort 


1917—1942 1943—1962 1963—1977 1978—1987 1988—1991 


(Ages (Ages (Ages (Ages (Ages 
Groups 65—90) 45—64) 30—44) 20—29) 16—19) 
AA/White 19.3 17.2 13.1 13.4 10 
Hispanic / 17.9 13.62 14,2 73 9.3 


White 


As can be seen, this data set shows a decline in the B/W IQ gap which begins with 
people born in the 1917—1942 period and continues up to people born between 1963 
and 1977, stagnates, and then picks up again with people born between 1988 and 1991. 
'This last bit, the gap decline resuming among people born between 1988 and 1991, is 
the only aspect of this data which is inconsistent with the other data sets we' ve 
looked at. 


Yet another birth cohort data set comes from Charles Murray' s analysis of birth 
cohorts in a Woodcock Johnson IQ test’ s standardization sample (16). This sample 
showed a decline of the gap from 1.33 SD among people born between 1920 and 1939 
to 1.08 SD among people born between 1940 and 1955. The gap continued to decline 
until 1972 when it was .83 SD and then rose to .98 SD in 1987—1991. This data set is 
fully consistent with the other data sets we' ve seen so far except for the slight 
increase in the B/W IQ gap among those born between 1987 and 1991. 


A final birth cohort data set comes from Charles Murray' s analysis of Peabody tests 
administered in the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth (17). Looking at people born 
between 1970 and 1995, Murray found a stagnant gap in reading scores and a widening 
of the B/W gap in math and vocabulary. 


175 |Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Reading Recognition Reading Compre Looking at the GSS, WAIS, 
2n = WJ, and Peabody, data 
$ "" $ Ltd sa. together it is clear that all 
s 95 s 95 t ***«**, the data sets are consistent 
= 85 $ s with a closing of the gap 
= = among people born between 
1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1970 1975 1980 1985 1920 and sometime in the 
Birth Year Birth Year early 1960s. Following this, 
Mathematics ppyt the gap stagnated at least 


until the late 1980s birth 
cohorts. At this point the 
data sets diverge: GSS data 
shows the gap remaining 

"> stagnant, WAIS data shows 


it declining again, and Peabody and WJ data show it increasing. 


Mean Score 
Mean Score 


On the whole, birth cohort data does not seriously challenge the conclusions supported 
by aggregate data, within IQ test data, or school test data on the convergence of the 
gap in the late 20th century. 

However, birth cohort data does imply that the gap began narrowing earlier, perhaps in 
the 1940s or 1950s. This is in sharp contrast with Shuey’ s data, consisting of tests 
actually administered during this time period, which shows the gap increasing rather 
than decreasing. 


Convergence by Sub- Group 


At this point, we hopefully all agree that a narrowing of the B/W IQ gap clearly 
happened in the late 20th century and a widening of the gap may have happened 
between the two world wars. Let’ s look at how these changes differed by sex, age, 
ability level, and test item G loading, before trying to answer what caused these IQ 


changes. 
Gains by Sex 


First, let’ s look at how changes in the B/W IQ gap have differed by sex. Averaging 
across ages and subjects, the NAEP data we looked at before shows that the female 
gap fell by an average of .33 SD compared to .34 SD for males. Thus, they made 
virtually identical total gains. 

However, females closed the gap in reading score by .47 SD compared to .42 SD for 
men while men closed the math gap by .26 SD compared to .19 SD for women. Thus, 
there was a slight tendency for males to gain more on math tests and women to gain 
more on reading tests. 
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The 


Word sum data can also be broken down by sex. The 
increase in the B/W IQ gap shown in Word sum data for the 


Reading - age 9 


very early 20th century is mostly caused by changes 
among women. In the early 20th century the female B/W Word sum gap was larger 
than the male B/W Word sum gap by .06 SD. This difference grew to .25 SD by the 
1920s. 


In terms of the late 20th—century convergence, comparing the 1950’ s to the 1970’ s, 
we see that the female gap fell by .27 SD while the male gap fell by .23 SD, suggesting 
little difference between the two trajectories in this time period. 


: Gains by Age 
Standardized B/W\ . 
Next,let slook at how changes in the gap have varied 
Year Fen Dy age. Several lines of evidence suggest that the 
Black/White IQ gap changed more over time among adults 
1900s than it did among elementary school aged children. 
1910s Shuey’ s data comparing 1921—1944 and 1945-1965 


found that the gap among elementary and middle school- 
aged children did not change and the gap among high school students increased by .53 
SD. 


NAEP data shows that the gap among 9—year- olds fell by .06 SD in math and .31 SD 
in reading. The gap among 13-year- olds fell by .25 SD in math and .38 SD in reading. 
The gap among 17-—year-olds fell by .25 SD in math and .54 SD in reading. Thus, 9— 
year olds closed their gap the least, and 17—year olds closed their gap the most. 


Finally, Sacket and Shen meta- analyzed data from 80+ school samples from the 
1960s—2007 (19). They found that the standardized B/W gap in cognitive ability 
among elementary school children fell from 1.04 SD in the 1960s to .98 SD in the 
1970s and .81 in the 1980s, after which the gap became stagnant. Thus, the gap fell a 
total of .23 SD. 


Among high school children, the gap changed from 1.08 SD in the 1960s to 1.23 SD in 
the 1970s, to 0.92 SD in the 1980s, and 0.82 SD in the 1990s. Thus, the gap fell .25 
SD if we take the 1960s as our start point or by .41 SD if use the 1970s as our start 
point. Either way, the gap converged more among high schools than it did among 
middle school and elementary school aged children. 


In terms of very young children, Shuey found that the gap among pre-school children 
increased by .47. Picking up where this research left off, Jason Malloy analyzed 34 
samples of cognitive tests administered to Blacks and/or White aged 3 or younger 
which were administered between the early 1960' s and the early 2000' s (18). In 
each decade, the average B/W IQ gap was found to be 1 SD. This suggests that the 
racial gap among children too young to go to school may not have converged in the late 
20th century at all. 


This 1 SD gap is also very close to the 1.07 SD gap that Shuey found among pre— 
schoolers tested between 1945 and 1965. Thus, the B/W IQ gap among infants looks to 
have been fairly constant since the second world war. 
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In summary, multiple sources of evidence suggest that the Black/White IQ gap 
fluctuated more strongly among adults than among younger people. Moreover, the late 
20th century lessening of the gap may not have happened at all among very young 
people. 


Gains by Ability Level 


Two studies, using NAEP data on the one hand and AFQT standardization data on the 
other, have looked at how gains in Black IQ were distributed across ability level (20). 
Both found that gains were low for high ability Blacks and especially large for low 
ability Blacks. In other words, the mean Black IQ value has risen in the late 20th 
century primarily because of increase in values at low, rather than high, percentiles. 


EJIWVIS IW Wall wy r OION 


on AFQT 1980-1997 


> 


1Q Point Gain 
w 


1 Gains by G Loading 


Two studies have looked at the question of whether or not the late 20th—century 
convergence in IQ scores was also a convergence in G (21). Both papers found a 
negative correlation between a test item, or sub factor' s, g loading and its degree of 
convergence. However, Dickens and Flynn also extracted each race score on the G 
factor from WISC and WAIS standardization samples and found that, in spite of the 
previously mentioned negative correlation (r=—.28), gains on G were 9396 as large as 
total IQ gains were. Thus, while gains were disproportionately not on G this effect was 
slight. 


Hollow Gains? 


Let' s now turn to asking whether or not changes in the B/W IQ gap coincided with 
changes in racial differences in income, education, and crime, all of which have well— 
established causal relationships to IQ. 


If these changes reflect real changes in intelligence, we would expect that the rate of 
convergence between the races in terms of income and education should be higher than 
average between the 1970s and 1980s and lower than average between the 1910s and 
1940s. 


If changes in intelligence do not predict changes in IQ related life outcomes, then 
relative rises in black performance on IQ tests may be caused by an increase in test 
taking ability which was not accompanied by an increase in actual intelligence. 


The census provides easily accessible data on the Black/White income gap going back 
to the 1940s (22). Using this data, we can see that, on average, the Black/White 
income ratio increased by .04 per decade. 


178| Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


This ratio actually fell by .01 between the 
White/Black Income ] 70s and 80s and rose by only .02 
between the 80s and 90s, contradicting 
what we would expect if the convergence 


Decade Ble in IQ scores reflected a real convergence 
in intelligence. 
2010s Unfortunately, the only data I’ ve been 
2000s able to find which breaks income down by 
race and which extends back to the 
1990s 1910s is only for men and, as we’ ve 


already seen, Word sum data indicates 
that the possible early 20th century widening of the B/W IQ gap mostly happened 
among women (23). 


However, using this data we can see that, on average, the Black/White male income 
ratio rose by.019 per decade. Between the 1910s and the 1940s, this ratio rose by .O1, 
or .0025 per decade. This is consistent with what we would expect if the early 20th— 
century rise in the B/W IQ gap reflected a genuine change in relative intelligence. 


The Black/White Male Incom« 


Decade 
1980s 
1970s 
1960s 
1950s 
1940s 


This data also shows an increase of .02 between the 70s and 80s. This rate of increase 
is perfectly average for this 90— year time period and so not what we would expect if 
there was a real convergence of intelligence. 


Turning to education, we can see that, on average, between the 1940s and the 2010s 
the increased probability of finishing high school if a person was White rather than 
Black decreased by .27 per decade (24). The same figure for finishing college is .30 
per decade. 


Between the 70s and 80s, the high school figure fell by .27 and the college figure fell 
by .39. Between the 80s and the 90s, the high-school figure fell by .11 while the 
college figure fell by .06. Thus, no exceptional convergence in education is seen during 
this time, contrary to what we would expect if the gap reflected a genuine change in 
intelligence. 
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White/Black Probability of The best education data I could find 


which went all the way back to the 1910s 
was the census’ s records of the average 
number of years of schooling completed 


Decade High : by race and sex (23). This data is broken 
into five-year periods rather than 
2010s 1, decades. 


The average change per 5 years in the 
White advantage in the average number of 
years in school was —0.20 or men and —0.26 for females. Between 1911 and 1940, the 
change for men was 1.87, or —.31 per five-year period, and the change for women 
was —1.77, or —.30 per five-year period. Thus, contrary to what we would expect if 
the Black/White intelligence gap was widening, the B/Q education gap seems to have 
converged at a faster than average rate during this period. 


2000s l. 


Data on both income and education suggests that there was no real convergence of 
intelligence in the late 20th century. Income data, but not education data, 1s consistent 
with a real widening of the intelligence gap in the early 1900s. 


Crime data should also reflect changes in intelligence. Unfortunately, the data I found 
only goes back to the 1920s (24). However, between the 1920s and the 1940s the 
Black to non- Black incarceration ratio increased by .47 per decade compared to an 
average increase of .10 per decade across this entire data set. This is the kind of thing 
we would expect if Black intelligence was falling relative to White intelligence during 
this time. 


Blac 


Decade 
Incai 


2010s 
2000s 
1990s 
1980s 
1970s 
1960s 


By contrast, the ratio increased by .35 from the 70s to the 80s and by .37 from the 80s 
to the 90s. This is totally contradictory to what we would expect if a real convergence 
in intelligence was happening at this time. 


This evidence increases my confidence that the IQ gap may have widened between the 
two world wars. Data on income and crime both match up with what this hypothesis 
would predict, though education data does not. 


By contrast, education, crime, and income, data all suggest that there was no real 
convergence in intelligence in the late 20th century. If Blacks really did become more 
relatively intelligent then the 70s and 80s should stand out as a time of exceptional 
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Black improvement in terms of 


White Advantage in Years of Scl income, education, and crime. It 
does not. 


Given this, I think it is reasonable 


Years Men to conclude that in the 1970s Black 
Americans may have improved in 
1951-1954 0.83 their ability to take tests but not in 
terms of their actual intelligence. 
1946-1950 0.75 Why Did the Gap Narrow? 
1941-1945 1.07 A few authors have looked at the 
causes of the late 20th century 
1936-1940 1.54 convergence by examining 
1931-1935 1.91 whether, in their samples, Blacks 
` and Whites of equal SES had the 
1926-1930 2.21 same IQ convergence as did their 
total Black and White samples. The 
1921-1925 2.11 results of such analyses have been 
1916-1920 3 09 contradictory (25) à 
However, it is obvious that no 
1911-1915 3.41 simple story about SES can 
innan inin nan explain this convergence. After all, 


racial differences in income and education lessened throughout the early and very late 
20th century when there was no convergence of IQ. Since convergence only 
significantly happened in the 60s/70s, something particular to the 60s/70s must be the 
cause. 


The best hypothesis I can come up with has to do with desegregation. Modern analyses 
by the Department of Education have shown that the proportion of a school which is 
Black negatively correlates with the test scores of both Whites and Blacks in that 
school (26). This is likely because, as research has shown, Black students are more 
likely than White students to be disruptive, commit violence, and otherwise damage the 
educational environment (27). 


Because of this, having Africans in a school inhibits student’ s ability to reap the 
rewards of formal schooling. Chief among said benefits may be a familiarity with test 
taking procedures, mental heuristics to use to succeed in formal testing, and a 
knowledge of the kinds of answers that teachers/researchers look for on tests. 


Beginning in the 1950s, there was a huge legal push to end the segregated schooling 
which was prevalent in the south. It could be that this caused the IQ convergence that 
we see in the 70s. 


A prediction which this hypothesis makes is that the converging test scores in the 
1970s should be caused both by an increase in Black test scores, who benefited from 
desegregation, and a decline in White scores, who were hurt by it. 


In order to test this, we need to look at the absolute scores of Whites and Blacks on 
cognitive tests ranging at least from the 1950s to the 1970s. The only two sources I 
know of which meet these conditions are the GSS word sum test data (by birth year) 
and SAT data. 
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The word sum data shows exactly what this hypothesis predicts: the absolute scores 
of Whites rose from the 1900s to the 1950s and then fell. Thus, part of the 
convergence in the word sum B/W IQ gap is caused by the White score falling. 


' The SAT data I have by race only goes back to the 1970s. It shows the total White 
score falling 19 points between 1975 and 1980 while the Black score rose by 8. 


We can extend this analysis back further. Because White people were the vast majority 
of the population before the 70s, looking at changes in the national mean is a pretty 
good proxy for changes in the White mean. 


Average SAT scores rose throughout the 1950s and 1960s and then fell in the 1970s. 
We know that this falling cannot be due to Black SAT scores falling at an equal or 
greater rate than White SAT scores since the SAT gap during this period fell. This 
data is consistent with White SAT scores falling and Black SAT scores rising. 


This hypothesis is superior to vague claims about general socio- economic status 
because it specifies something which happened very suddenly in the 50s and 60s, but 
which was not a continual process throughout the entire century. 


Moreover, this explanation tells us why White cognitive ability declined during this 
time period while others do not. It can also explain why there were no significant 
cognitive gains among elite Blacks: they likely already went to schools with high 
quality student populations. Further still, this explains why there was no narrowing of 
the gap among 3—year- olds, who were too young to go to school, and why it narrowed 
more among high school students than elementary schoolers, since high schoolers 
would be exposed to beneficial changes in education for longer than elementary 
schoolers would be. This also explains why the gap narrowed more on school tests 
than on formal IQ tests and why more G loaded IQ sub tests were more resistant to the 
convergence. 


In short, this hypothesis is far from proven, but it fits all the data and makes a few 
novel predictions which seem to match up with reality. 


Implications 


The data I’ ve reviewed here has some important implications about the causes of 
racial intelligence differences. Throughout the twentieth and twenty-first century, 
racial differences in education and income have diminished. Racial gaps in single 
mother hood have grown, especially in the late 20th century. Racism has profoundly 
declined. 


None of these things are likely to be large causes of the Black/White IQ gap for the 
simple reason that changes in them over time do not coincide at all with the changes in 
the IQ gap over time which I have examined in this article. 


Moreover, the only decline that has occurred in the B/W IQ gap has been relatively 
small. The gap today seems to be around 1 SD compared to something like 1.15 SD in 
the 1950s. In light of the fact that the environment has been made more equal in so 
many regards and, in fact, has been shifted to favour Blacks in many regards (private 
and public affirmative action) this makes such a slight convergence in IQ scores 
somewhat astounding from an egalitarian perspective. 
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BLACKS AND WHITES WITH THE SAME IQ STILL DIFFER A LOT 

The cognitive profile of whites and blacks are different. So even if the full-scale IQ is 
the same, blacks and whites do better or worse on different tests. This is based on one 
study by Craig Frisby, two studies by Arthur Jensen, one by Cecil Reynolds. 


For the same IQ, whites will be generally better at problem- solving and spatial 
reasoning, while blacks will be better at memory, procedural tasks and rote learning. 


THE FRISBY WAIS-IV STUDY 


In 2015, Craig Frisby and Alexander Beaujean gave 1250 people the WAIS-IV IQ 
test, aged 16—90, and looked at the black-white gaps on the various subtests. 
Friby and Beaujean (2015) 
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Digit Span 


Letter-Number Sequencing 


Designs I 


And so what we can see is that the black-white gaps are the largest on block design 
and picture completion. Blacks do relatively much better on cancellation, which is 
where you are told to quickly cross out certain shapes on a page. 
What this means is that not only is there a difference in full-scale IQ between blacks 
and whites, but the cognitive profile is different. Daniel Seligman describes it thusly: 
"On average, whites do better on all the subtests, but their margin of 
superiority varies considerably from one subtest to another. Or look at it 
this way: If you took a sample of black and white children, all of whom had 
scored around 100 on the WISC-—R — that is, the black kids in the sample 
were above the black average — you would expect to find significant black— 
white differences on six of the thirteen subtests. The average black kid 
would do better on Arithmetic and Digit Span; the average white kid would 
do better on Comprehension, Block Design, Object Assembly, and Mazes” 
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THE JENSEN WISC-R STUDY 


In 1987 Jensen took 86 blacks and 86 whites aged 9 and 10 and recorded their 
overall IQ scores, but also their subtest scores, and found that on some subtests 
blacks did relatively better, and on other subtests whites did relatively better: 


Black- White Gap by Subtest in Jensen 1987 Sample 


Subtest Gap in SD 

Object Assembly 0.7 
Block Design 0.7 
Similarities 0.68 
Vocabulary 0.56 
Information 0.49 
Comprehension 0.47 
Arithmetic 0.41 
Picture Completion 0.36 
Picture Arrangement 0.34 
Digit Span 0.1 
Coding —-0.02 
FSIQ 0.73 


Gaps are in white Standard Deviations of 15. 


Now the subtests all have smaller differences than the full-scale IQ; this is because 
the full-scale IQ is an aggregate of the subtests. Think of it like components of a 
football team - the best overall team doesn' t necessarily have the best offensive 
line, or the best cornerbacks, or the best quarterbacks - butit has the best 
combination of these things. 


Normally the black-white full-scale IQ gap is closer to 1 standard deviation, but this 
just happened to be a slightly above average black sample Jensen was working with. 


But the takeaway is the huge difference in subtest scores. Moreover, the two tests 
which blacks do massively better on are the digit—span test and coding. The digit— 
span test is remembering a string of numbers and repeating them back. Coding 
involves matching numbers to shapes on a grid. On more abstract problems, such as 
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assembling an object out of pieces, or designing a shape out different colored 

blocks, whites tend to do better. 

To illustrate this further, we can, using this data, make projections of what the black— 
white gaps would be on each subtest if the blacks and whites had equal overall IQ 
scores for different IQs: 


Black-White Subtest Gaps Assuming Identical Full-Scale IQs at Different IQs and 
Linear Scaling of the Gaps 


Gap with same 


Subtest Gap in SD FSIQ of —94.5 —120 —130 —140 
Object Assembly 0.7 0.265 0.33655 0.36464 0.392465 
Block Design 0.7 0.265 0.33655 0.36464 0.392465 
Similarities 0.68 0.245 0.31115 0.33712 0.362845 
Vocabulary 0.56 0.125 0.15875 0.172 0.185125 
Information 0.49 0.055 0.06985 0.07568 0.081455 
Comprehension 0.47 0.035 0.04445 0.04816 0.051835 
Arithmetic 0.41 —0.025 —D05I75 —0.0344 —0.037025 
Picture Completion 0.36 -0.075 —0,09525 —D.1032 —D.IIIOTDS 
Picture 

Arrangement 0.34 -0.0985 —0.12065 —0.13072 —0.140695 
Digit Span 0.1 -0.335 —0.42545 —0.46096 —0.496135 
Coding —0.02 —0.437 —0.55499| —0.601312 —0.647197 


If this 1s confusing, I made a bar graph showing how much more whites scored than 
blacks on various subtests when their overall IQ is the same. Negative numbers means 
blacks are scoring higher: 


Black- White Difference by Subtest when Full-Scale IQ is the Same Assuming Linear 
Scaling (Based on Jensen 1987) 
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7IQ120 mIQ 94.5 


'To clarify this further, we can look at this in terms of what the black IQ is relative to 
the white IQ (always defined as 100) at given percentiles based on a black standard 
deviation of 12.5: 


Black IQ by percentile, and predicted "subtest IQ" 


Percentile Coding FSIQ Obj / Block 
50 (0 SD) 91 86~82.5 
84.1 CL SDH 105.5 98.5~94.5 
97.7 (2 SD)~118.75 111~106.5 
99.9 (3 SD)~132 123.5~118 


And so we can see that, for object assembly and block design, the black score on that 
is only 6.5 points higher than the white average at the 97.7th percentile. In addition, IQ 
deviation from racial means systematically regresses toward the mean, and so for 
the second generation of high IQ blacks, these are the best predictions of their 
offspring IQ: 
Black IQ by percentile, and predicted “subtest IQ” of the second generation of 
parents with IQs in the above chart 


Percentile Coding FSIQ Obj / Block 
50 (0 SD) 91 86-82.5 
84,1 (1 SD)~98.25 92.25~88.5 
97.7 (2 SD) -104.88 98.5—94.5 
99.9 (3 SD)~111.5 104.75~100.25 
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This model probably underpredicts the number of blacks with extremely high IQs 
because those are likely due to epistatic effects. That said, the proportion of blacks 
who - according to this - do as well as the white average on the object assembly / 
block design tests for more than one generation at a time will be vanishingly small. 


I put ^ s next to the numbers, because these are not deep analyses, just rough 
estimates based on the NLSY data showing a regression effect of about .5 for both 
whites and blacks that deviate from their racial means. 


KAUFMAN-ABC RESULTS 


Jensen also looked at the results from the Kaufman ABC test using the same sample of 
blacks and whites, and these were the results by subtest: 


White- Black Gap in SD on Kaufman- ABC 


Subtest Gap in SD 
Arithmetic 0.64 
Riddles 0.64 
Triangles 0.56 
Spatial Memory 0.44 
Reading/Understanding 0.37 
Matrix Analogies 0.32 
Faces and Places 0.26 
Reading/Decoding 0.24 
Photo Series 0.19 
Hand Movements 0.18 
Gestalt Closure 0.14 
Word Order 0.1 
Number Recall 0.04 


The main difference that pops out is that whites had a huge advantage on arithmetic in 
this compared to the WISC-R results, even though these were literally the same 
people as took the above test. So the arithmetic is probably different on K — ABC than 
on the WISC. However, overall, you see whites doing the best on riddles, triangles and 
spatial memory, while blacks doing relatively the best on number recall, word order 
and photo series. 
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COMPARING BLACKS AND WHITES WITH ACTUAL SAME FULL-SCALE IQS BY SUBTEST 

Cecil Reynolds in 1983 actually found 270 blacks and 270 whites with a median IQ of 
89, and so instead of having to statistically infer the subtest gaps for theoretically 
equal full-scale IQ blacks and whites, he just compared groups of blacks and whites 
that actually were equal, and the results were slightly different from the above 
projections: 


Black- white gap by subtest of blacks and whites who all have a full-scale IQ of around 


89 

Reynolds (FSIQ 

matched) Gap in SD 
Object Assembly 0.51 
Mazes 0.5 
Block Design 0.27 
Similarities —0.11 
Vocabulary 0.06 
Information —0.16 
Comprehension 0.44 
Arithmetic —0.36 
Picture Completion 0.11 
Picture Arrangement 0.34 
Digit Span —0.62 
Coding —0.49 


The results don’ t necessarily add up to zero because of weighting. 


The results here are similar to Jensen 1987 at the extreme ends, with whites doing 
relatively the best at Object Assembly and Mazes, blacks doing the best at digit span 
and coding. The real changes though are arithmetic - where blacks do relatively much 
better, and comprehension, where whites do relatively better, than they did according 
to Jensen 1987. This could just be a result of real changes in IQ not scaling linearly 
with each subtest in a given direction. 


'That said, you still see whites doing better in more abstract tasks, with blacks doing 
better in more mechanical, concrete tasks when IQ is matched. 


189 |Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Now one criticism would be that these studies are old. But so is the black— white IQ 


gap, and the reality is that the Flynn Effect (the general rise in IQ scores) stopped 
in western countries roughly around the time these tests were being done. So while 
the data is old, the situation in terms of IQ and “g” hasn? t changed from when these 
tests were done. 

But when you step back for a moment, think about the proposal that for whites and 
blacks must have precisely identical cognitive profiles when IQ is matched. Why would 
we assume this? Why would we assume that all of the different cognitive skills would 
just so happen to line up with populations that have spent tens of thousands of years 
evolving apart, whenthey don' t even have the same brain size and shape or the 


same overall IQ scores? 


The point being that the whole structure of intelligence between blacks and whites is 
significantly different, full-scale IQ is only part of the story, and blacks and whites 
with the same overall IQ will have very different cognitive abilities. 


REGRESSION TO THE MEAN 


I am taller than the average American male. This can only be for a combination of two 
reasons: genes and the environment. I have no idea which environmental factors might 
have made me taller than average, so if my height advantage is part genetic and part 
environmental in origin I will probably only pass on the genetic portion to my children. 
Unless they, by sheer luck, also get the same environmental advantages I did, they will 
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be more like the average person, in terms of height, than I am, but still somewhat taller 
than average due to my genes. They will have regressed towards the population mean. 


Assuming that they have about as lucky of an environment, with respect to height, as 
the average American does, their height advantage will be 100% genetic. So long as 
they marry someone with an equally strong genetic advantage in height, they will 
probably have kids about as tall as they are. 


This simple concept is called “regression to the mean” . In this article, I am going to 
add various complexities to this concept and then discuss some arguments about how 
this phenomenon relates to immigration and the race & IQ debate. 


Decomposing behavioural variation 

Before I talked about “genes” and “environment” rather loosely. To be more 
precise, phenotypic differences between people have four possible causes: additive 
genetics, non— additive genetics, shared environmental factors, and non—- shared 
environmental factors. 


(A phenotype is any physical trait). 


Additive genes are simply genes that have the same effect on your phenotype 
regardless of what other genes you have in your genome. Non- additive genes will 
have a different effect on a phenotype depending on what other genes are in your 
genome. 


For instance, the gene variant “A” would be additive if, no matter what other genes 
you had, it increased your height by .1 inches. On the other hand, it would be non- 
additive if it increased your height by .1 inches if, at some other location in your 
genome, you had gene variant” B” and by .2 inches if you had gene variant “C” . 


Thus, non- additive genes exert their effect on you based on the combination of genes 
you have across multiple locations on your genome. In this example, the relevant 
combination only included 2 gene variants, but it can include many more. 


The proportion of phenotypic variation between individuals within a given population 
which is explained by additive genetics is called the trait’ s “narrow sense” 
heritability. The proportion or variance explained by additive and non- additive genetic 
factors together is called the trait s "broad sense' heritability. 


Now that we' ve looked more closely at genetic variation, let' s turn to the 
environment. Environmental influences come in two types: shared and unshared. 
Shared environment refers to those environmental stimuli which make members of the 
same home more similar to one another compared to two people raised in separate 
homes. 


For instance, socio-economic status (SES) is typically shared by all members of 

a family. At the very least, the difference in SES between two members of the same 
family will, on average, be far less than the difference in SES between two randomly 
selected people from different families. Thus, being in the same family decreases 
variation in SES between people and so will make them more similar on traits impacted 
by SES. 


Unshared environment is anything not covered in the categories listed thus far. The 
kinds of friends you have, random events in your life, and measurement error, are 
commonly given examples of the unshared environment. 
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It is important to note that the unshared environment, by definition, does not cause 
parents and children to correlate to each other. In other words, given a parent’ s 
experience with the unshared environment, you can predict absolutely nothing about a 
child' s experience with the unshared environment. These two values, their 
experiences with the unshared environment, are random with respect to one another. 


Returning to regression to the mean, before, speaking about my height advantage, I 
said: “I will probably only pass on the genetic portion to my children” . That is not 
strictly true: I will probably only pass on the portion of my height advantage which is 
caused by additive genetics. 


This is because my children will only get a random half of my genes. Because of that, 
unless their mother happens to have the exact some combinations of genes that I do, 
they are very unlikely to have the same combinations of genes as me. 


For instance, if I have gene variants “A” , B' , and “C” , which when combined give 
people a big height boost, while, at the same loci, their mother has the gene variants 

“A”, *D',and “E” ,our kids will get our shared A variant, but will probably some 
mixed combination of “D” , “E , “B” ,and “C” . Thus, our children will probably 
not have the same 3-variant combination that either I or their mother has. 


'Thus, only additive genetics can be passed on to your kids. Well, that and shared 
environment. 


Two kinds of shared environment 

However, we need to make a distinction between two kinds of shared environmental 
factors. Before I said that shared environmental factors made members of the same 
home more similar than average. But which members? 


Consider parenting style. It could be considered a shared environmental factor. After 
all, siblings experience parenting styles which are more similar than two people 
growing up in separate homes would. But do parents and children in the same home 
experience highly similar "parenting styles" ? 


Only to the degree that the parents have the same parenting style that the 
grandparents did. If they have a parenting style which differs from that of the 
grandparents, their children will not experience the same parenting style that they did. 
Consider also that the two parents probably experienced different parenting styles 
growing up. The kids would need to experience a perfect midpoint between the 
parenting styles of the two sets of grandparents in-order for them to “share” their 
experience of parenting style with their parents. 


Thus, some shared environmental factors will tend to make siblings, but not 
necessarily parents and children, more similar than average. Other shared 
environmental factors, like SES, will make all members of the home more similar than 
average. There are probably even factors that make parents and children more similar 
than average but not siblings, though I can' t think of any. 


So, back to regression to the mean: people can pass on only that aspect of the shared 
environment which makes parents and children more similar than average. 


Using variance components to predict regression 
Before I noted that the portion of phenotypic variation explained by additive genetics is 
called that trait’ s narrow sense heritability. Similarly, we can say that a certain 
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proportion of variation in a trait is explained by non- additive genetics, shared 
environmental factors, and non- shared environmental factors. 


If X proportion of variation in a trait is explained by additive genetics, if its narrow 
sense heritability is X96, then, on average, a given person' s deviation from the 
population’ s mean will be X% due to additive genetics. 


The same logic applies to the other components of phenotype variance. If a trait’ s 
variance is Z% due to the shared environment then, on average, the difference between 
that trait in a particular person and the population s mean value for that trait will be Z 
% due to the shared environment. 


Before I said the following: 'I have no idea which environmental factors might have 
made me taller than average, so if my height advantage is part genetic and part 
environmental in origin I will probably only pass on the genetic portion to my 
children." 


We can now be much more precise: on average, the proportion of a tall person' s 
height advantage that is due to additive genetics will be equal to the narrow sense 
heritability of height. Let' s call this X. Due to additive genetics, the children of the 
average tall person will be X% as far from the population mean as they are. 


Similarly, if height’ s variation is Z% due to environmental factors shared between 
parents and children, then a tall person’ s child will be Z% as far away from the mean 
as they are because of shared environmental factors. 


The total degree to which children will be as distant from the mean as their parents 
will equal Z% (parent—offspring shared environment) + X% (narrow sense 
heritability). 


Assortative mating 

Previously, when speaking about my hypothetical kids and their hypothetical mates, I 
said: “So long as they marry someone with an equally strong genetic advantage in 
height, they will probably have kids about as tall as they are." 


This assumption, that my children will marry people as distant from the population 
mean as they are, is probably false. 


For most traits, the correlation between parents is in the range of .1 —.4. This means 
that people’ s partners only tend to be 1096 —4096 as far from the mean as they are for 
any given trait. 


This correlation between the traits of parents is called an assortative mating 
coefficient. Assortative mating simply refers to the degree to which people tend to 
mate with people who are similar to themselves. 


Given this, the person I have children with will probably not be as abnormally tall (for 
their sex) as I am. If the assortative mating coefficient is .3, then they will probably 
only be 30% as far from their sex mean as I am. 


To predict how far my children will regress to the mean relative to me we would take 
the narrow sense heritability of height, say .7, and the parent off spring shared 
environmental competent, say .1, add them together to get .8, and then multiply by the 
assortative mating coefficient, .3, to ultimately estimate that my children will only be . 
24, or 24%, as far from the population mean in height as I am. 
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Alternatively, we could find the average distance from the mean in height of me and 
the children’ s mother, the midpoint parent average, and then multiply that by the 
narrow sense heritability + shared environment component, and that too would tell us 
how far back my kids will regress. 


Sibling Regression 

It may have occurred to you that parent’ s and offspring are not the only pairs of 
people who share 50% of their additive genetics, 100% of their shared environment, 
and 0% of their unshared environment. Biological siblings do as well. Because of this, 
we can apply everything I have said thus far about regression to the mean to siblings 
as well. 


A sibling with an extreme score in some trait will have siblings with less extreme 
traits. How extreme their traits will be, compared to their siblings, will be a simple 
function of the proportion of variance in that trait accounted for by additive genetics 
and the shared environment. Only this time the focus will be on the aspects of 

the shared environment which make siblings more alike than average. 


For most of this post, I am going to continue talking about parents and offspring. But 
this 1s for the sake of consistency. Regression to the mean happens between siblings 
as well. 


A Simplification: the shared environment often doesn' t matter 

Until now, I have been acting as if additive genetics and the shared environment are 
both really important factors in explaining human variation. This is largely untrue. As 
counter intuitive as it may seem, the shared environment often explains little, or 
literally zero, variation in human traits, especially in adult populations. 


The simplest way to measure this is with adoption studies that look at the correlation 
in a trait between adoptive pairs of parents and children. Unlike most families, these 
pairs shared a home, and so the shared environment, but are no more alike genetically 
than average. 


Such studies often find correlations near zero. That is, adoptive parents and children 
are no more similar than average for many traits. 


More complicated twin designs can be used to measure the influence of the shared 
environment as well. Using these methods, these are the conclusions that researchers 
have come to about the proportion of phenotypic variation explained by the shared 
environment: 


The Proportion of Variation in Various Traits Explained byi Bouchard and McGue 
Trait Variation Explained) — (2003);Rhee, Hyun, 
Intelligence (in Adulthood) | 096 and Irwin 
Self-Control 0% (2002); Branigan, 
Penmonabty McCallum, and 
= — Freese (2013); Hyytine 

n et al (2013) 
As can be seen, for many traits widely considered to be of high importance, the shared 
environment exerts a rather small influence. Because of this, it is often the case that 
regression to the mean is purely, or almost purely, a function of the narrow sense 
heritability of a trait. 
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Regression Happens Once 

For whatever reason, a lot of people think that regression to the mean will keep 
happening to someone’ s descendants until they research original population’ s mean. 
This is not true. Once the next generation inherits an additive genetic advantage in 
some trait it keeps it. Their kids and their grand kids will continue to have it. 


Were this not true, evolution would be impossible. Every time a mutation resulted in a 
genetic change in a trait the next few generations would simply regress back to where 
the trait was before. Evolution happens, and so regression to the mean clearly does not 
work this way. 


Let’ s imagine that my height is 100% the result of a new additive mutation that makes 
people 50% further, in a positive direction, from their sexes mean height than average. 
Let' s also assume that my mate has the same new mutation. We are the only two 
people who have it. We will both give that mutation our kids. They will be just as tall as 
us. After all, they have the same genes that made us tall. There is nowhere else for the 
genes to go. Thus, no regression to the mean happens, right? 


Well, yes and no. Yes, my kids are just as far from the original population' s height 
mean as I am. However, the population s mean height has changed. Thanks to the new 
mutation being given to my kids, the population s mean height has risen. Thus, the 
distance between my kids height and the population mean is less than the initial 
distance between my height and the population mean was. So, there is a sense in 
which, as the mutation continues to be spread across the population, everyone will 
return to “the mean” . But it will be a new mean, and that is not regression 

to the mean. 

Regression goes both ways 

A final point to make is this: regression to the mean goes both ways. That is, if a pair 
of parents have a trait value is x% above, or x% below, the mean their children will 
regress to the same degree back towards the mean. In this post, I have used a lot of 
examples having to do with me being tall. All the same logic would apply to someone 
who is abnormally short. 


Implications for immigration policy 

Okay, so, why should we care about this, other than for the inherent fun of behavioural 
genetics? Well, it has an important implication for immigration policy: if we have a 
criterion for immigration which requires people to deviate from their population’ s 
mean value of a trait, then their offspring will not deviate from their population to the 
same degree; they will regress towards the mean. 


That sounds pretty simple, but there is a complication: what mean will they regress 
towards? 


Suppose we had a requirement such that you had to make at least $70,000 a year to 
immigrate to the U.S. Let’ s also suppose that this is 10 standard deviations above the 
median income of India. An Indian who makes $70,000 comes here. Added together, 
additive genetics and the shared environment account for about 40%, of variation in 
income. Given this, what will the Indian’ s kid’ s incomes look like? 


What we have covered thus far tells us that his kid’ s incomes will only be 40% as far 
from the mean as his income is. But what mean? The mean income in India? Obviously 
not. This would require second generation Indian immigrants to make 3rd world 
incomes in the United States. 
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Perhaps the mean income of the united states then? Will the Indian immigrant s 
children be 40% as far from the American mean income as he is? There is no reason to 
think so. 


'The issue is this: the Indian immigrant has genes and a shared environment which 
caused him to make $70,000 given his (random) experience with the distribution of 
unshared environmental stimuli in India. His children will be exposed to a different 
distribution of different un—shared environmental factors in America. Had the Indian 
been exposed to this distribution, his income may have ended up being significantly 
greater, or lesser, (but probably greater) than it ended up being in India. His children 
will end up having incomes 40% as far from the American mean as his income would 
have been if he was raised in the distribution of unshared environmental factors 
present in America. 


Let' s suppose that, in India, an important unshared environmental factor which 
influences income is the degree to which people inhale certain pollutants in the air 
while they are growing up. Let’ s further suppose that our hypothetical Indian 
immigrant experienced the average value of this stimuli, and so it did not cause his 
income to deviate from the Indian mean. 


Next, let’ s make the plausible assumption that people in America inhale far fewer of 
these chemicals. Thus, though he had an average experience with the unshared 
environment in India, his experience with the unshared environment is abnormally poor 
by American standards. 


He won' t pass this experience on. His children will have a random experience with 
the unshared environment of America. It will probably be much better than his 
experience was in India in terms of stimulating income. They will, therefore, have a 
higher income than what we would expect based on the amount of income variation 
explained by shared environment and additive genetics. 


Formally, this happens because regression to the mean only works in the way I have 
explained it if the unshared environmental experiences of parent’ s and offspring are 
random with respect for each other. (That is, one does not correlate with the other). In 
general, this is true by definition because environmental stimuli that cause parents and 
offspring to be alike are shared environmental factors. 


But in this case, the unshared environment, or what would normally be called the 
unshared environment, differs radically between parents and offspring in a way that 
will predictably make the offspring have higher incomes than their parents. This could 
cause a positive or negative correlation between parent and offspring income 
depending on the effect size. Standard behavioural genetic models "break down" 
(require re-thinking) because they are meant to be applied to a single population. 


Thus, to predict the trait value of an immigrant’ s offspring, you will need to estimate 
what their IQ would have been had they been raised in the country they are 
immigrating to. Then, you can apply the normal regression to the mean model to their 
offspring. 


'This creates a complication for meritocratic immigration systems. In the long run, 
regression to the mean will be an important factor in determining the impact that 
immigrants have on a society. This makes it important to estimate what an immigrants 
offspring will look like, either by studying the children of past immigrants from the 
relevant country or by somehow estimating the difference that America’ s unshared 
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environment would have made on their IQ had they been raised here, when determining 
if an immigrant is “good enough” to allow into the US or any other country. 


Race and IQ 

Another argument some people make is that a genetic cause of racial IQ differences is 
implied by the fact that members of different races regress to their respective racial 
population means. This is simply not true. 


Studies in this area typically find that children (or siblings) are about 5096 as far from 
their respective racial mean as their parent’ s (or siblings) are. (Note: such studies 
typically involve children and the heritability/shared environmental components for IQ 
vary with age.) A point of importance is that the races regress to different means. 


For instance, a Black with an IQ of 115 would be 2 standard deviations above the Black 
mean. Their children, on average, will have IQs of 100, or 1 standard deviation above 
the Black mean. 


By contrast, a White with an IQ of 115 has an IQ 1 standard deviation above the white 
mean and their children will have IQs, on average, of 107.5, or .5 standard deviations 
above the White mean. 


This necessarily follows from the fact that regression is 50% and the races have 
different mean IQs. The fact that they have mean IQs tells us that they differ with 
respect to some set of factors which influence IQ: additive genetics, nonadditive 
genetics, the shared environment, or the unshared environment. None of this tells us 
anything about which factor it is. 


Let' s think for a moment about an IQ 115 Black. Half of his advantage comes from 
factors they can pass on to their children. The other doesn’ t. Let’ s suppose that 
their IQ advantage was 50% due to them having a better unshared environment than 
the average Black. This would tell us nothing about group differences. This is 
consistent with the average Black having a worse unshared environment than the 
average White. The IQ 115 Black had a much better unshared environment than the 
average Black but, by definition, was not able to pass this advantage on. This is also 
consistent with any other imaginable cause of the B/W IQ gap. 


Suppose instead that the IQ 115 Black has a strong advantage in nonadditive genetics. 
Again, this tells us nothing about group differences. It just says that this Black has 

“better” non-additive genes than the average Black. This doesn’ t mean that the 
average Black has worse non- additive genes than the average White. If their IQ is 
being depressed by an environmental factor and they have the exact same genes as 
Whites their IQs will be lower than Whites and blacks with abnormally better genes 
(than both blacks and Whites) will have a higher IQ. 


I could go on, but I think you get the idea. Nothing about regression to the mean 
differing between races implies a cause of racial IQ differences. That being said, let’ s 
look at a few sources that say otherwise: 


Wouldn' t one expect that some black families in some more 
environmentally propitious situations would enable their children to escape, 
or at least significantly to avoid, any factor X that might depress IQ scores? 
How is it, then, that even for black children with relatively high IQs of 120, 
their siblings should average only 100, rather than 110, as with the siblings 
of white children with IQs of 120? Consider the parents of a black child with 
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the relatively high IQ of 120. Wouldn' t one expect that that family, which 
had managed to find and develop an environment congenial enough to the 
intellectual development of one of their children that he or she achieved an 
IQ of 120, might likewise have secured an environment as well suited for 
the intellectual development of their other children? - Liberal Bio Realism 


You would only expect this if you didn’ t know that shared environment explains very 
little IQ variation in adulthood. Adults typically do not pass on much in the way of 
environmental advantages to their children. (Not ones that last into adulthood, 
anyway). This is a surprising fact about reality, but it has nothing to do with race. 
Moreover, the same basic phenomenon happens to Whites. While to a lesser degree, 
their children regress as well. 


Regression toward the mean provides still another method of testing if the 
group differences are genetic. Regression toward the mean is seen, on 
average, when individuals with high IQ scores mate and their children show 
lower scores than their parents. This is because the parents pass on some, 
but not all, of their genes to their offspring. The converse happens for low 
IQ parents; they have children with somewhat higher IQs. Although parents 
pass on a random half of their genes to their offspring, they cannot pass on 
the particular combinations of genes that cause their own exceptionality. 

- Rushton and Jensen (2005) 


This is a half-truth. The unshared environment is not inherited either. 


“Genetic theory predicts the magnitude of the regression effect to be 
smaller the closer the degree of kinship between the individuals being 
compared (e.g., identical twin full—sibling or parent - child half—sibling). 
Culture —only theory makes no systematic or quantitative predictions.” 


- Rushton and Jensen (2005) 


This prediction is actually made by any theory that accepts that the shared 
environmental factors and additive genetics explains IQ variation within each race and 


increase in similarity with kinship. As long as the same account of individual 
differences holds within each race, the groups will be predicted to regress to an equal 
extent to different means. 


They regress to the mean because they have a different mean value of some factor in 
IQ variation. This is true regardless of what that factor is. 


To see that this is so, let’ s suppose that Blacks have lower IQ than Whites because 
they have lower levels of self-esteem caused by Whites being racist towards them. 
(It s not.) Some Black just so happens to get lucky and experience very little racism 
in their life and so gets an elevated IQ. Will he be able to pass this environmental 
advantage on to his kids? No. His kids will only inherit the proportion of his IQ 
advantage due to genes and the shared environment. Let’ s say that 50%. So, his kid 
will regress 50% back to the Black mean, and this is predicted by any theory which 
states that the unshared environment causes the B/W IQ gap. 


It could also easily be the case that a given Black with an abnormally high IQ has a 
noninheritable advantage in factors which have nothing to do with the Black- White IQ 
gap at all. 
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Thus, the hereditarian view on racial intelligence differences make no predictions on 
how races will regress other than those made by basic behavioural genetic theory 
which proponents of both sides of the debate may accept. Regression to the mean is a 
problem for egalitarians who insists that the shared environment has a huge effect on 
IQ, but regression to the mean is the least of their problems since they are denying a 
foundational finding in the behavioural genetics of intelligence to begin with. 


That being said, some people may be persuaded of hereditarianism by the simple 
realization that the cause of the Black- White IQ gap is not something which is passed 
on from parents to offspring or shared by siblings. However, this shouldn’ t be 
surprising given what we know about intelligence in general. 


Alternatively, some people have argued that the hereditarian view on race and IQ is 
falsified by the fact that the offspring of immigrants don’ t always regress back as far 
as one would expect given their parent’ s IQ. The mistake in this reasoning is to 
calculate the predicted degree of regression based on the parent’ s IQ as opposed to 
the IQ they would have had if they grew up in a first world Western nation. As 
discussed above, these two figures can be very different and conflating them could 
lead someone to expect the children of immigrants to be far less intelligent than they 
actually are. 


RACE AND CRIME 


OVERVIEW AND INTRODUCTION 


First, let’ s look at the basic statistics on race and crime in America. Some people like 
to point out that Whites commit more crimes each year than Blacks. This is true, but 
only because Whites make up a greater proportion of the population than Blacks. 


The FBI’ s Uniform Crime Reports show that, relative to their share of the population, 
African—Americans make up a disproportionately high share of criminals, especially 
violent criminals, and this means that they commit crime at a higher per capita rate 
than Whites do. Asian Americans, by contrast, commit crime at a lower rate than 
Whites do. 
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Some people try to obfuscate this fact by pointing 
out that most crime is intra—racial. This is true, 
but the fact that most crimes with Black offenders 
also have Black victims does not change the fact 
that there are more Black crimes per capita than 
White crimes. Furthermore, when crime is inter—racial it is usually Black on White. 


Representation in Ar 


Race General Population 


So far, I’ ve been relying on arrest statistics as a proxy for crime. Some argue that 
this 1s invalid because the police are biased, and Blacks are more likely to be arrested 
than Whites. This argument can easily be refuted using data from The National Crime 
Victimization Survey (NCVS). The NCVS is a survey carried out yearly in which the 
Department of Justice asks Americans about their experience with crime over the last 
year. The DOJ first asks participants if they have been the victim of a violent crime 
and, if they have, they are asked to answer various questions about the crime and the 
perpetrator of said crime. 


Using this data, the proportion of violent criminals who are Black, according to the 

victims of violent crimes, can be calculated. We can then compare these figures to the 

Interracial Homicide by Racial Comp eren doe rates by race in the FBI’ s arrest 
data. Doing so reveals that there is 
essentially no racial bias in arrest data. 


1600 


1400 


oo Crime Black % of Offenders Differe: 
na UC NCVS 


ape 34% 34% 0% 
Robbery 61% 56% -5% 
Assault 3394 27% +6% 


National Crime Victimization Survey Validates the Uniform Crime Report’ s Data 
on Black Crime “ 


Of course, victimization surveys can’ t tell us anything about victimless crimes, and 
many liberals point to self-report data suggesting that Blacks use drugs at the same or 
a lesser rate than Whites even though they are more likely than Whites to be arrested 
for drug use. This, they argue, is strong evidence of bias in the justice system. 


The first problem with this argument is that African- Americans are more likely than 
Whites to lie about using drugs. How do we know this? Well, criminologists sometimes 
conduct studies in which they run biological tests on people’ s hair, blood, urine, etc., 
to test what drugs they have recently taken and then compare the results of these 
biological tests to what drugs they claim they have recently taken. Such studies 
consistently find that Blacks are more likely than whites to lie and claim that they have 
not used a drug when they actually have (Page et al., 2009, Falk et al., 1992, Feucht, 
Stephens, and Walker, 1994, and Fedrich and Johnson, 2005). 

This argument also ignores important differences between African American and White 
drug users. What kind of differences? Well, to quote one study comparing African 
American and White drug users: 
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"African Americans are nearly twice as likely to buy outdoors (0.31 
versus 0.14), three times more likely to buy from a stranger (0.30 versus 
0.09), and significantly more likely to buy away from their homes (0.61 


versus 0.48)." - Ramchand , Pacula, and Iguchi MY, 2006. 


Similarly, a report issued by the Justice Department found that African American drug 
users use drugs more often than White drug users, use more dangerous drugs than 
White drug users, and are more likely to use drugs in areas with high crime rates 
(Lagan, 1995). All 6 of these differences will make African American drug users more 
likely get to arrested than White drug users. 

Given all this, there is no good reason to suppose that African American drug arrest 
rates reflect racism. Combining this with NCVS data, we clearly see that African 
Americans are more likely than Whites Americans to commit crime. 


The Police War on Blacks 

Briefly, it is worth noting that police shootings also show no signs of racial bias. If we 
compare the proportion of people killed by police who are Black to the proportion of 
violent criminals who are Black we find that, if anything, we would expect more Blacks 
to be killed by police in a colour blind society. 


African American Representation in Crime, Killings py + ~. 
Racial Crime Differences 
Across Time, Space, and Age 


aia In the US, racial differences in 
misconduct are known to start 
39% early. Several reports, both by 
the department of education 
28% and civil rights groups, have 
ES shown that Blacks are far more 


likely than Whites to be 
suspended and expelled as early as preschool (Kamenetz, 2016; Lewin, 
2012; Resmovits, 2016). 
Some liberals argue that this, too, is just due to bias on the part of schools and 
teachers, but this is not what the empirical record shows. For instance, one 
study found that the black-white suspension gap was completely accounted for by 
controlling for past behavioural problems. 
Another study looked at middle school suspensions and found that the racial gap in 
suspension rates persisted after socioeconomic status was controlled for, but that 
whites and blacks had the same chance of being suspended once they were sent to the 
principal s office. This too suggests that these disparities are not due to bias. 
Racial crime disparities in the United States have also been around for a long time. 
Though the size of the gap has changed over the decades, DOJ records show that 
Blacks were far more likely than non- Blacks to be incarcerated as early as the 1920s. 


P q 
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Decade | % of State and Federal Prisoners % of General Population 
| 1920's [21% | 9.9% 

1930's | 24% 9.7% || 
| 1940's | 30% | 9.8% 

1950's | 30% 10% 

1960's | 33% 10.8% 
1970's | 38% [11% | 
1980's | 44% 11.7% 

1990's | 50% 12.1% 
| 2000's | 43% | 12.3% 
| 2010's ET 12.6% 


L 


Other research has found that this was the true in the 19th century as well. 
The Black- White crime gap is not unique to the United States, either. Government 
data show the same thing happening in Canada, Israel, England, and Japan. 


Furthermore, Africa, Latin America, and the Caribbean, the places on earth with the 


most Blacks, have the highest crime ratesin the world. 


Region 


European Union 


Central Europe and 
Baltics 


East Asia and the Pa 


These basic trends make two explanations for the Black- White crime gap unlikely. 
First, African American ghetto culture did not exist in the 1920s, does not exist in 
Japan or Africa, and probably isn’ t very strongly internalized by 3— year-old pre— 
schoolers. Yet, the Black - White crime gap persist in all these circumstances. Given 
this, ghetto culture probably isn' t a root cause of racial crime disparities. 


Secondly, racism in America has declined dramatically since 1920, but the crime gap 


has increased, and there is no in Japan or Africa. Given this, racism 


"White privilege" 


doesn' t seem like a plausible root cause either. 


Further still, the proportion of a city’ s population which is Black continues to 
correlate with its crime rate even after controlling for variables like poverty, single 


parent homes, education, and lead exposure. In fact, upper- class Blacks have higher 
crime rates than do poor Whites. 
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Rich black kids are more likely to go to 
prison than poor white kids 


Share of people born between 1957 and 1965 who eventually went to prison or jail, 
by how much wealth they had as of 1985, when they were between 20 and 28 years old 


BLACKS HISPANICS WHITES 


0 0 
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Chart from Ehrenfreund (2016) data from Zaw and Darity (2016) 


Given this, none of these variables can explain the Black—White crime gap either. With 
these common myths debunked, let’ s take a look at factors which actually do play a 
role in racial crime differences. 


Intelligence 

IQ negatively correlates with crime across nations, US states, and counties (Lynn and 
Vanhanen, 2012; Bartels et al., 2010; Beaver and Wright, 2011). Moreover, the 
relationship among counties was shown to persist after controlling for county 
differences in socio—economic status. 

Ellis and Walsh (2003) meta- analyzed over 70 studies done on the relationship 
between individual IQ and crime, delinquency, and related variables, and the 
overwhelming majority of studies were found to support a link between crime and IQ. 
Some might think that this is just because low IQ tends to go hand and hand with 
poverty and other home environment variables. This hypothesis was falsified by Frisell 
et al. (2012) who looked at the association between IQ and crime in a total male birth 
cohort sample from Sweden (n=700,514). IQ was negatively associated with crime and 
not only did this relationship persist after adjusting for differences in single 
motherhood and income, it was also true within families such that the lower IQ 
individuals within pairs of siblings were more likely to be a criminal. Given that this 
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relationship exists within families, differences between families cannot possibly explain 
it. 

Further still, IQ predicts crime from a very early age. Farrington (1989) found that IQ 
at age 8 was a significant predictor of being convicted of a violent crime as an 

adult. Stattin et al. (1993) found that future criminals scored lower than future non- 
criminals on measures of intelligence as early as age 3. 


Lastly, it is important to note that controlling for IQ accounts for the majority of racial 
crime differences: 


Controlling for IQ cuts the black-white differe: 
in incarceration by almost three-quarters 


The probability of ever having been interviewed 
in à correctional facility 


For a man of average age (29) before « ontrolling for 1Q 


Whites 2%} 


Blacks 13% 


Latinos 6% 
: — ta (Murray and Herrnstein, 1994) 


Finally, as reviewed in this article, 
Whites 2% D id d probably have lower IQs than 
ites for genetic reasons. 
Blacks 5% D Self-Control 
TM Another trait relevant to racial crime 
ax disparities is self—-control. Studies 

have shown that low self-control predicts criminality even after controlling for IQ and 
parental socio-economic status (Moffitt et al., 2010). 
Racial differences in self-control have been shown to exist across many studies. Said 
differences exist around the world, in children and adults, and cannot be explained by 
racial differences in socio-economic status (Last, 2016A). 
Furthermore, a handful of gene variants have been shown to predict impulsive 
behaviour and they are all more common in Blacks than in Whites (Minkov and Bond, 
2015; Last, 2016B) 
Testosterone 
Testosterone activity has been linked many times to aggression and crime. Meta— 


For a man of average age and average IQ (100) 


analyses show that testosterone is correlated with aggression among humans and non— 
human animals (Book, Starzyk, and Quinsey, 2001). Moreover, artificially increasing 
the amount of testosterone in a person' s blood has been shown to lead to increases in 
their level of aggression (Burnham 2007; Kouri et al. 1995). In fact, a study of 
Rhesus monkeys found that injecting female foetuses with testosterone caused them to 
behave just as aggressively as young males (Book, Starzyk, and Quinsey, 2001). 
Finally, people in prison have higher than average rates of testosterone (Dabbs et al. 
2005). Thus, testosterone seems to cause both aggression and crime. 

Richard et al. (2014) meta- analyzed data from 14 separate studies and found that 
Blacks had higher levels of free-floating testosterone in their blood than Whites 
suggesting that testosterone levels may predispose Blacks towards higher rates of 
crime. 


Exacerbating this problem even further is the fact that Blacks are more likely than 
Whites to have low repeat versions of the androgen receptor gene. The androgen 
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reception (AR) gene codes for a cell receptor by the same name which reacts to 
hormones like testosterone. This receptor is a key part of the mechanism by which 
testosterone has its effects throughout the body and brain. 


All versions of this gene have several repeats of a particular kind of strand of DNA 
called a “CAG” nucleotide sequence. AR gene variants differ in the number of these 
repeats. Versions of this gene with fewer than average numbers of repeats lead to 
increased testosterone activity and has been associated many times with crime and 
aggression (Last, 2016C). 

Four separate studies have shown that low repeat alleles of the AR gene are more 
common among Blacks than among Whites (Irvine et al 1995, Wang et al. 

2013, Bennet et al. 2002, and Shibalev et al. 2013). Given this, it is highly likely that 
low repeat AR alleles increase Black crime rates by enhancing Black people' s 
reactivity to testosterone. 

The MAO-A Gene 

Different versions of the MAO-A gene have also been linked to crime. Many studies 
have found that “low repeat” versions of this gene (repeats of a different kind of 
DNA strand than the repeats in the AR gene) predict aggression and crime in humans, 
and genetic engineering studies on mice have definitively shown that these gene 
variants causes aggression (Bryd and Manuch, 2013; Ficks and Waldman, 

2014; Roux 2014; Vaughn et al., 2009; Beaver et al., 2009; Beaver et al., 

2013; Cases et al., 1995; Scott et al., 2008; Vishnivetskaya et al., 2007; Mejia, 
2002. 

These versions of the gene have also been linked to high levels of credit card debt and 
obesity (Camarena et al. 2004, Neve and Flower 2009, Need et al. 2005, 

and Feummeler 2008). Given this, it seems plausible that low activity versions of the 
MAO-A gene leads to increased impulsivity which in turn leads to an elevated risk for 
criminal activity, aggression, obesity, and credit card debt. 

Racial differences in MAO-A genotypes are well established. Blacks are far more 
likely than Whites to carry these low repeat crimes associated variants of the gene 
(Last, 2016C). Thus, the MAO-A gene is a well-established genetic (partial) 
explanation for the Black- White crime gap. 

Melanin 

Finally, let’ s look at the relationship between skin color and crime. Variation in the 
color of people' s skin is largely due to variation in the concentration of melanin in 
their skin. The more melanin a person has the darker their skin will tend to be. The 
amount of melanin a person produces is significantly controlled by their levels of a 
hormone called melanotropin (Emerson). There is some evidence that melanotropin 
causes aggression (Reviewed in Rushton and Templer 2012). 


First, there are studies of skin color variation in humans. Studies which utilize 
estimates of the average skin color of over 100 countries find that darker skin predicts 
higher crime rates. A similar correlation has been found in non- human animals. In fact, 
Animal research has shown that dark skin predicts more aggression in over 200 
species. 


The evidence that melanotropin causes aggression is not limited to correlations, either. 
Experiments which breed animals to become less aggressive, from mice to fox, tend to 
end up with lighter skinned animals. Even more impressively, injecting animals with 
melanotropin has been shown to cause them to become more aggressive. 
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'This data strongly suggests that there is some relationship between skin color and 
aggression. However, it does not tell us whether melanin itself or the hormone 
melanotropin is what causes aggression. Either is possible. Melanotropin is a complex 
hormone that could have unknown effects on many biological systems. Melanin also has 
surprising effects. For instance, dark skin is a leading cause of vitamin D deficiency, 
andrecent evidence has linked vitamin D deficiencies to differences in cognition, 


suggesting that it could have many unknown effects on the mind. 

Conclusion 

Hopefully, this has demonstrated that it is at least plausible that biology and genetics 
play a role in racial crime differences. This is not to say that the environment has no 
effect. It obviously does. However, we should stop ignoring the role of genetics in 
societal problems and, more importantly, stop blaming other people for acts of nature. 
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RACIAL BIAS IN THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 


Most everyone knows that Blacks are arrested more often than whites. Many accept 
this to mean that Blacks commit crime at a higher rate than Whites do. But many other 
people believe high black arrest rates reflect the fact that the criminal justice system 
is biased against Blacks. However, there is significant evidence to the contrary. The 
proportion of blacks who are incarcerated strongly reflects the proportion of crime 
victims who claim that they were the victim of a crime done by a black. Furthermore, 
government data shows that Blacks get in trouble for breaking the rules in school 

far more often than whites do, and this can be thought of as a young age analogy to 
crime. Some believe that there is an iron clad case against the justice system when it 
comes to drug crime. But, as we shall see, such arguments are based on self-report 
data and do not take into account racial differences in honesty or differences in the 
ways that Black and White drug users use drugs. After this, the argument that police 
are killing Blacks at unfairly high rates will be addressed. Finally, we will see that, 
when the proper controls are introduced, Blacks get the same punishments as Whites 
do when they commit the same crime. 


Arrest Rates and Victimization Reports 

One of the strongest arguments in favour of the validity of official arrest rates is the 
degree to which they correspond with victimization reports. To be more specific, the 
degree to which the Uniform Crime Report matches the National Crime Victimization 
Survey is striking. 


'The National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) is a survey carried out yearly by the 
Department of Justice in which a random sample of approximately 90,000 households 
and 160,000 individuals are asked about their experience with crime over the last 6 
months. Participants are asked if they have been the victim of a violent crime in the 
last 6 months. If they have then they are asked to answer various questions about the 
crime and the perpetrator of said crime. These bi- yearly interviews are combined on a 
yearly basis. 


The Uniform Crime Report (UCR) is an aggregation of data sent to the FBI every year 
by police stations all around the country. Not all police stations send in this data, but 
the UCR manages to get information for police stations which have jurisdiction over 
277 million Americans ( approx. 94% of the total population). The data the FBI 
compiles includes information on the demographics of who is arrested every year 
(Crime in the United States 2014, The Nation’ s Two Crime Measures). 

As can be seen below, there two metrics both suggest that Blacks account for basically 


the same amount of violent crime: 
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The Proportion of Rapes, Robberies, and Assaults, Committed by Blacks between 2000 anc 


estimated by the Uniform Crime Report and the National Victimization Survey 


Rape Robbery Assault 
UCR NCVS UCR NCVS UCR NC 


Source: Last 2015 


Black Misbehaviour at School 


Further strengthening the case that Blacks really do commit more crime than Whites 1s 
the fact that Blacks get in trouble at school far more often than Whites do. Just 
consider the following statistics: 


= A 2014 report issued by the department of education found that black pre— 
schoolers have an above average rate of suspension. This was especially 
pronounced among repeat offenders: though Blacks make up about 18% of 
preschools they make up almost 50% of pre-schoolers that have been 
suspended more than once (The Associated Press 2014). 


= Vega 2014 reported on a document from the US Department of Education which 
showed that in 2011 and 2012 Black females accounted for 1296 of elementary 
school suspensions whereas white girls only accounted for 2% of 
school suspensions. (Most people suspended were boys.) 


= Lewin 2012 reported on a Department of Education report which analysed data 
from over 72,000 schools and found that Blacks made up 1846 of the students 
population, but 3546 of those to who had been suspended once, 4546 of those 
who had been suspended more than once, and 3946 of those who were expelled. 


= Skiba et al 2002 found that Black middle schoolers were more likely than White 
middle schoolers to be suspended even after controlling for differences in 
socio-economic status. 


'Thus, it can safely be said that Blacks are more likely than Whites to get in trouble in 
school. 


Some will argue that this is because teachers exhibit the same racial biases that police 
do. However, there is evidence that is not the case. Specifically, Wright et al 

2014 found that if you compare Blacks and Whites with an equal number of previous 
behavioural problems you find that both groups are equally likely to be suspended. 
Furthermore, Skiba et al. 2002 found that Blacks and Whites were equally likely to be 
suspended once they were sent to the principal’ s office. 

'Thus, the proponent of the idea that Blacks do not commit more crime than whites 
would, at this point, have to adopt the point of view that crime victims, teachers, and 
police, all just so happen to exhibit the same biases about Blacks. That seems pretty 
farfetched. 


Drug Crime 

Some will argue that the police may very well not be bias in general against Blacks, but 
they certainly are when it comes to drugs. To substantiate this claim, they will cite 
surveys showing that Blacks are no more likely than Whites to use drugs or, as many 
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such studies suggest, that White are actually more likely than Blacks to use drugs. The 
problems with this argument are twofold: first, it ignores racial differences in honestly, 
and second, it ignores relevant differences between Black and White drug users. 


This may come off as harsh, but the first thing that has to be addressed here is that 
Blacks are more likely than Whites to lie about using drugs. How do we know? Well, 
criminologists sometimes conduct studies in which they run biological tests on 

people' s hair, blood, urine, etc., to test what drugs they have recently taken and then 
compare that to what drugs they claim they have recently taken. Such studies 
consistently find that Blacks are more likely than whites to lie and claim that they have 
not used a drug that they really have used (Page et al. 2009, Falk et al. 1992, Feucht, 
Stephens, and Walker, 1994, and Fedrich and Johnson 2005). In fact, as reviewed in 
Ellis, Beaver, and Wrights Handbook of Crime Correlates, most studies based on self— 
reported criminal history suggest that Blacks are not more likely than Whites to 
commit crime in general. And we’ ve already seen that’ s false. 


TABLE 2.3.2c Black-White Comparisons of Self-Reported Criminal/Delinquent Behavior. 
Nature of the Self-reported offenses 


relationship Overall offenses Illegal drugs 


Blacks higher EUROPE Britiin: Newcombe e al. 1995:334 NORTH AMERICA United Stites Brunswick 1969; 
NORTH AMERICA United Stites Baughman & Murray et al. 1987; Flewelling et al. 1994; Marshall & 
Dahbtrom 1968; Williams & Gold 1972; Berger & Webb 1994 337 
Simon 1974:151; Fors & Rojek 1983:216; Elliott et al. 


1986:486; Sampson 1986:881; Elliot et al. 1989; 
Elliott 1994:6; Marshall & Webb 1994-332; Ross 
1995; Farrington e al. 1996:509; Kelley & al. 1997:6 


NORTH AMERICA United Stites Brook et al. 1977; 
Fors & Rojek 1983:213; Oetting & Beauvais 1990; 
Wallace & Bachman 1991:341; Gottíredson & Koper 
1996; Johanson et al. 1996:526; Friedman & Ali 
1997; Gottiredson & Koper 1997; Newmark & 
Anthony 1997:195 


Not signif. 


EUROPE Britzin: Bowling et al. 1994:55; Graham & 
Bowling 1996 

NORTH AMERICA United Stites Lively et al. 1962; 
Gold, 1966; Epps 1967; Gould 1969330; Chambliss 
& Nagasawa 1969; Gould 1969; Williams & Gold 
1972; Elliot & Voss 1974; Gold & Reimer 1974; 
Elliott & Ageton 1980:104; Gold & Petronio 1980; 
Petronio 1980; Harris 1992:92; Peeples & Loeber 
1994; Dembo e al. 1995b:271; Weber e al. 1995; 
Heimer 1997:814; Manolakes 1997245 


Whites higher NORTH AMERICA United Strtes Walberg & al. EUROPE Britiin: Leitner et al. 199328 

1974; Mazur 1995:280; Evans & al. 1996:55; Febon NORTH AMERICA United Stites Gobetti & 

& Staff 2006 Windham 1967; Preston 1968; Bloom et al. 1974; 
Prendergast 1974; Kandel et al. 1976b; Nyberg & 
Mcintosh 1979; Harrell & Cisin 1980; Fors & Rojek 
1983; Zucker & Harford 1983; Harford 1985; 
Harford 1986; Maddahian et al. 1986:76; Newcomb 
et al. 1987:424; Welte & Barnes 1987; Austin 1988; 
Mensch & Kandel 19882; Palmer & Ringwalt 1988; 
Austin & Gilbert 1989; Prendergast et al. 1989; 
Oetting & Beauvais 1990; Anthony & Helzer 1991; 
Bachman et al. 19914; Blum et al. 1992; Wallace & 
Bachman 1991:350; Bass & Kane-Williams 1993; 
Johnston e&t al. 1995:137; Mazur 1995:280; 
O'Donnell e al. 1995; Parker et al. 1995; 
Mieczkowski 1996365; Farley 199790; Whitmore 
et al. 199723 


Source: Wright, Beaver, and Ellis, 2009, page 25 


As was noted previously, these arguments also ignore important differences between 
Black and White drug users. What kind of differences? Well, to quote one study 
comparing Black and White drug users: "African Americans are nearly twice as likely 
to buy outdoors (0.31 versus 0.14), three times more likely to buy from a stranger 
(0.30 versus 0.09), and significantly more likely to buy away from their homes (0.61 
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versus 0.48).” Ramchand , Pacula, and Iguchi MY 2006. Similarly, a report issued by 
the Justice Department found that Black drug users use drugs more often than White 


drug users, use more dangerous drugs than White drug users, and are more likely to 
use drugs in areas with high crime rates (Lagan 1995). AII 6 of these differences will 
make Black drug users more likely get arrested than White drug users. Given all this, 
there is no good reason to suppose that Black drug arrest rates reflect racism. It is far 
more likely that they reflect Black drug user' s dishonestly as well as the reckless 
manner in which they use drugs. 

Police Brutality 

Recently, it has become particularly fashionable to claim that Blacks are often un— 
fairly killed by police. The media has dedicated tremendous amounts of attention to 
specific supposed instances of this phenomena such as Treyvon Martin, Michael 
Brown, and Freddie Gray. 


This obsession with colourful (and often dishonest) anecdotes is not coincidental. A 
quick look at the relevant statistics quickly dispels the police war on Blacks myth. As 
we saw above, both NVCS and UCR data show that Blacks account for about 1/3 of 
rape and assault offenders and over half of robbery offenders. UCR data also suggests 
that Blacks account for roughly half of murder offenders, 38% of all violent criminals, 
and 2996 of all persons arrested (2014, Crime in the United States, Table 43). Given 
this, if we had a just police force which only killed criminals who posed a serious 
danger to society, and if such criminals of both races were equally likely to be killed by 
police, then we would expect somewhere between 29% and 38% of those killed by 
police to be Black. 
There are various sources on police killings. Which one is best is a matter of 
controversy. But it doesn' t really matter, because they all show basically the same 
thing. To begin with, the Harvard economist Sendhil Mullainathan analysed UCR data 
The Proportion of Crimme-, and found that 32% of those killed by police 
were black (Mullainathan 2015). Similarly, 
the sociologist Peter Moskos analysed data 


Jh from the website Killedbypolice.net, which 
claims to be "The most accurate, most 
comprehensive and always up-to-date list 
of people killed by U.S. law enforcement 

Ld officers.” The site basically aggregates all 

news stories in the country about someone 

being killed by a cop. The site is supposed to offer a rigorous alternative to biased and 
lazy statistics released by the government. Using this data set, Moskos found that 3096 
of those killed by police in 2013-2015 were Black (Moskos 2015). A third source we 
can use is the CDC' s Compressed Mortality Database. This database' s focus isn' t 
on crime but, rather, the causes of the causes of American deaths. However, one such 
cause is being killed by law enforcement (excluding legal execution). Using this data, 
we can see that the CDC estimates Blacks to have been 27% of those killed by police 
between 1999 and 2014 (Compressed Mortality Database). Thus, across multiple 
data sources, we see that, if anything, Blacks make up a lower proportion of those 
killed by police than what we would expect given their crime rates. In light of this, 
there is no justifiable reason to supposing that the police are running around unjustly 
killing Blacks. 
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Unfair Sentencing 

Another common argument purporting to show that the justice system 1s racist states 
that Blacks get longer sentences than Whites even when they commit the same 
crimes. This is true but is fully explained by factors other than racism. 

When a criminal is sentenced for a crime there are more relevant factors than the 
crime he just committed. Other variables, such as how he presents himself in the 
courtroom, and the likelihood that he will commit another crime in the future, also play 
a role. If we hold these things constant, we see that Blacks and Whites gen the same 
sentences for the same crimes. 


This was the finding of Beaver et al. 2013. In this study, researchers compared 
criminal’ s sentencing time after controlling for their verbal IQ and their self-reported 
history of violence. They found that holding these variables constant completely 
eliminated the racial cap in sentencing. 

Summary 

This is a long post, so a summary may be helpful. First, we saw that the Blacks being 
arrested more often than Whites is probably not explained by racism. This was 
evidenced by the correspondence between arrest records, victimization surveys, and 
rates of misbehaviour in school. After that, we saw that Black drug arrest rates can be 
accounted for both by the greater dishonestly of Black drug users on surveys that ask 
about drug use, and by the differences in behaviour between Black and White drug 
users which make Black drug users more likely to get arrested. Then we looked at 
police killings and showed that Blacks are killed by police at roughly the rate you 
would expect given their representation among criminals in general. Finally, we saw 
that Blacks get longer sentences than Whites for reasons completely unrelated to 
racism. Thus, in conclusion, Blacks really do commit crime at the rate that arrest 
statistics suggest and, more generally, the American criminal justice system is not 
biased against blacks. 
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SUMMARY: 

many people argue that 
economic variables such as 
poverty, unemployment, and 
income inequality, cause 
crime. Most studies do find 
that poor individuals have 
higher than average crime 
rates. However, many studies 
do not find that poor areas 
have higher than average 


crime rates or that an area’ s crime rates rise when it’ s economic situation 


worsens. Further still, the mean effect size reported for the relationship between 
crime and poverty 1s small, suggesting a weak statistical association. Concerns 
about the direction of causality, as well as evidence from certain natural 
experiments, cast further doubt that poverty has any meaningful causal impact on 


crime. 
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Poverty and Crime Among Individuals 

Let' s begin by asking a simple question: are poor people more criminal than rich 
people? The answer to this question is unequivocally yes. Ellis, Beaver, and Wright 
(2009) reviewed the literature and demonstrated that it consistently shows that the 
poorer a person is the more likely they are to be a criminal: 


TABLE 2.4.3 Individual Social Status (Income/Wealth) and Criminal /Delinquent Behavior. 


Nature. of the Officially detected offenses Self-reported offenses 


EUROPE Britain 
Buchmucller & 
Zuvekos 1988 
NORTH 
AMERICA United 
States: Cill & 
Michaek 1992; 
Register & 
Williams 1992; 
Kazestner 1994 


NORTH AMERICA 
United States: Laub 
United States: E: A € & Sampson 
Kaplan & Reich 1994245 Paez 1981:44 Bamn 2003 (self 
1976 ishopl ttes; control 
statistically 
controlled); 
United States: JB 
Ray et al. 1983 
(shop ttes); RH 
Moos: 1984 
(shopl es); Laub 
& Sampson 
1994:245 


Poverty and Crime Variation Among Areas 

Given this, you would expect that the more poor people a region has in it the higher its 
crime rate will tend to be. But the relevant empirical evidence does not clearly show 
that this 1s so. Before we go any further I want to ask yourself a question: what 
proportion of studies should find an effect in order for us to have weak, moderate, and 
strong, confidence in it? 5096 obviously offers no confidence since the effect is just as 
likely to be found as to not be found, and so we have no good reason to suppose it 
exists. But how much higher, in your subjective opinion, should it be in order to justify 
varying levels of confidence? My own intuition is a replication rate of 65% would 
justify weak confidence, 7596 would justify moderate confidence, and 8596 would 
justify strong confidence. What numbers would you choose for these thresholds? 
Whatever they are, keep them in mind. (Maybe even write them down.) 


Proponents of the poverty causes crime theory often cite Hsieh and Pugh (1993) 
which meta analysed 34 studies and found that 9796 of the 76 relationships reported, 
all but 2, indicated that poorer areas had higher crime rates. The average correlation 
between poverty and violent crime was 0.44 and statistically significant. Hiegh and 
Pugh also analysed studies on income inequality. In a shocking coincidence, they once 
again found that 97% of the reported effect sizes were positive and that the average 
correlation was .44. 

However, Hiegh and Pugh' s work is over 20 years old and, more importantly, not 
consistent with what more recent and larger meta- analyses have found. Consider, for 


213| Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


instance, Vieratsis 2000, which meta- analysed 45 studies, 9 more than Hsieh and 
Pugh 1993, and found the following: 


The Association IAA An even larger meta—analysis on poverty 
$ and crime was done in Ellis, Beaver, and 
UH Wright’ s 2009 Handbook of Crime 


Positive ant Significant dcus Correlates. The results can be seen below: 
Ignitice 


The Relationship Betwee 
Ellis, Beaver, 


Crime Type Number of Studies Positive 


The Relationship betwee 
The Relationship Between In 


Ellis, Beaver,, 


Crime Type 7 Studies R Positiv 
The Relationship Between 
from Ellis, Beav 


Chiricos (1987) carried out an even larger 
meta-analysis, on 288 studies, on the 
relationship between unemployment and 
crime: 


Crime Type Studies Positive 


Table 1 * Summary of Direction and Statistical Significance for Unemployment and 
Crime Rate Relationships by Type of Crime 


All Studies 
* * * Post % Neg & 

IN) Positive / Negative Sig. / Sig. 
All Crimes (288) 75 / 25 31/02 
Property Crimes! (125) 85/15 40 / 03 
Violent Crimes’ (138) 64 / 36 22/02 
General Crime (25) 84 / 16 32 / 00 
Burglary (42) 86 / 14 52/02 
Larceny (32) B4 / 16 47 / 03 
Auto Theft (28) 79 / 21 21/07 
General Property (18) 89 / 11 33 / 00 As far as mean 
Other P erty 05 100 / 00 20 / 00 : 

ther Property ©) effect size 

Murder (38) 66/34 16/05 
Robbery (41) 66/34 22 / 02 goes, Pratt and 
Rape (17) 71/29 35 / 00 llen (2005) 
Assault (25) 52 / 48 12 / 00 meta- analysed 
General Violent (17) 76 / 24 41 / 00 153 studies on 


' Includes Burglary. Larceny. Auto Theft, General & Other Property poverty and 
Includes Murder, Robbery, Rape, Assault. General Violent estimated a 
mean effect 

size of .253 with 59% of results being statistically significant, 167 studies on inequality 
with a mean effect size of .207 and 55% of effects being statistically significant, and 


204 studies on unemployment with a mean effect of .135 and 44% of findings being 
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statistically significant. Similarly, Nivette (2011) meta- analysed 37 studies looking at 
predictors of national crime rates. For national wealth the mean effect size was —.055 


and not statistically significant. For income inequality, the mean effect size ranged from 
.224 to .416 depending on how income inequality was measured. In both cases the 
effect size was statistically significant. Unemployment' s relationship with crime 
(across only 4 studies) was .043 and not significant. 

(An effect size indicates how much we would expect a predictor variable to rise, in 
standard deviations, given a 1 standard deviation increase in the variable we are 
predicting. Put another way, it is the % of real- world differences statistically 
accounted for by a predictor variable. [No, this is not what r^2 is.]. So, an effect size 
of .2 would indicate that 20% of differences in the predicted variables can be 
statistically explained by the predictor variable. By convention, 0.2 is considered 

the threshold for a weak effect, 0.5 for a moderate effect, and 0.8 for a strong effect.) 
Across these meta-analyses what we consistently see is that most studies do find that 
poorer areas are more criminal, but most studies do not find an effect size which is 
statistically significant. This is likely because, as Pratt and Cullen ,and Nivette, 
demonstrated, the mean effect size found is too weak to be significant. 


Hiegh and Pugh’ s analysis is a major outlier, and it is worth asking why. A meta— 
analysis is aimed at giving us a representative look at all the studies on a given 
association, and Hiegh and Pugh clearly failed to do that. This result is especially 
puzzling given that, in their literature review, Hiegh and Pugh state "In the late 1970s 
and early 1980s, a number of important literature reviews catalogued a variety of 
studies on crime and economic conditions and all too frequently could not reach a clear 
conclusion on the existence of even the most simple bivariate associations (Box, 1987; 
Braithwaite & Braithwaite, 1980; Chiricos, 1987; Clelland & Carter, 1980; Elliott & 
Ageton, 1980; Tittle, Villemez, & Smith, 1978)." Thus, there were able to cite 6 
studies which complained about the inconsistency of the evidence but could only find 3 
studies that did not find a positive relationship between poverty and crime! 


Given the inconsistency of their findings with their own literature review, and every 
other meta- analysis on the topic that I could find, and the fact their study produced 
identical results for poverty and income inequality, but in terms of the percent of 
studies that found effect and the mean effect size down to the second decimal, I, quite 
frankly, am inclined to think that their results are fraudulent. That is, they literally 
threw out studies that didn’ t show that poverty was associated with crime. Can I 
prove this? No. But it is the most plausible explanation I can think of for this bizarre 
set of facts. Either way, their study is clearly not representative, and the totality of 
evidence suggests that the relationship between crime and poverty is weak at best. 


Poverty, Unemployment, Income Inequality, and Crime Over Time 

Of course, what we have looked at so far is just simple cross—sectional relationships. 
And, as people on the internet are so fond of pointing out, correlation is not causation. 
So, let’ s look at how crime and poverty co—vary over time. 


First, he is how poverty and crime in the US have changed over the last 50 years (1): 


215|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


U.S. Violent Crime and Poverty Rates 1960-2012 


.rimes per 100,000 
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Violent 
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ewe Violent Crime rate — Poverty Rate 


Correlation matrix: 


Pp Violent Crime | Property Crime 


Property Crime} 0.89210775 ee 
-0.59438495| -0.62145079] Over this time period, 


poverty actually negatively 
correlated with the crime rate. This means that, as the poverty rate went down, crime 
went up. Similarly, in the roaring 1920’ s crime increased and during the Great 
Depression it fell (Brearly 1932 and Wilson 2011). Further in line with this, Ellis, 
Beaver, and Wright 2009 analysed 8 studies on the relationship between national 
wealth and crime over time and the results were highly inconsistent. 
SECT ease) They also looked at changes in unemployment and 
stlutswicumaliky crime over time: 


Crime Type Studies Po 


| Violent Crime 8 63' 
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The Relationship Between 


Rufrancos et al 2013 meta- analysed 35 
reported associations between income 
Crime Type Studies Positive inequality and crime over time and found 
only 60% of them to be positive and 
statistically significant. 


Time from Ellis, B 


Thus, the longitudinal relationship between 
crime and poverty seems inconsistent at 
best. 


Violent Crime 21 38% 


Direction of causality 

It is somewhat striking that no consistent or large impact of economics on crime is to 
be found in the literature. Often times, sociologists and criminologists act as if 
economics is the main driving force behind crime. And yet, the theory doesn’ t really 
even get off the group. But let’ s say that it did. Let’ s say that researchers 
consistently found significant and large cross sectional and longitudinal effects of 
unemployment, poverty, and inequality, on crime. The poverty causes crime theory 
would still face a major obstacle: the direction of causality. 


Imagine that you’ re a store owner and crime rises in your area. As a result, your 
store gets broken into more often and fewer people are willing to venture into your 
area and so you get fewer customers. Initially, this cut in profits causes you to give 
people fewer hours. Then you let a few people go. Eventually, as crime continues to 
rise, you end up going broke or moving your store to a better area taking the wealth 
that you brought to the area with you. And you’ re not alone. This happened to several 
of the local store owners. In this plausible story, rather than poverty causing crime, 
crime has caused poverty. If this were to occur, we would see a correlation, both at 
one point in time and over time, between poverty, unemployment, inequality, and 
crime. 


Thus, there are two very different interpretations of the relationship between 
economics and crime which would explain strong statistical relationships between these 
variables if they existed. And there is no research (that I know of) strongly suggesting 
one over the other. 


Confounding Variables 

As with any statistical association, the other major difficult here is confounding 
variables. Many studies on poverty and crime try to control for all sorts of confounding 
variables. However, they consistently do not control for psychological variables. This 
is a serious flaw because it is easily imaginable that the psychological variables which 
cause poverty (aggression, stupidity, low self-control, etc.) also cause crime. 


Sadiaslan et al (2014) provided evidence that the, weak, statistical link between 
poverty and crime is not casual. This study analysed over half a million Swedes and 
related their childhood income levels to their future criminality. In line with previous 
research, the study found that children from poor families were more likely than 
average to grow up and become criminals. However, they found that the exact same 
thing was true of these poor kid’ s siblings EVEN WHEN THEIR FAMILIES HAD 
BECOME WEALTHIER BY THE TIME THEY WERE GROWING UP. If poverty itself 
where what caused poor people’ s high crime rates, then kids of ex—poor families that 
got rich should not be prone to criminality. But they are just as prone to criminality as 
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their siblings, who were raised in poverty, are. This strongly suggests that there is 
some set of facts about these families which at once make them more likely to be poor 
and to be a criminal rather than poverty actually causing crime itself. 

Interpreting the Data 

So, how should we interpret all this data? Well, here is one interpretation of this data 
which I find plausible: there is some factor about a subset of people which both makes 
them poor and makes them criminal. But it isn’ t poverty itself. This is why the 
relationship between poverty and crime at the individual level is strong. The 
relationship between poverty at higher levels of aggregation is weaker because being 
in a poor area doesn’ t make someone any more criminal, it just exposes them more 
often to that subset of people who are criminal, and poor, for some other reason. And 
crime doesn' t change consistently with poverty over time because temporary 
increases in poverty aren' t caused by people' s psychology changing to match the 
minds of those who are normally poor. 


Obviously, this interpretation is not proven. But it fits the data better than any other I 
can think of. Maybe you can think of a better one. Or, maybe you are aware of some 
important empirical evidence I am ignoring. If so, feel free to leave a comment. 


1. Poverty rates were taken from the Census and crime from the Uniform Crime 


Report 


RACE, POVERTY AND CRIME 


SUMMARY: 

many people believe that racial disparities in crime can be explained by the fact 
that black people are, on average, poorer than white people. However, as reviewed 
in another article on this site, there isn' t strong evidence that poverty causes 
crime in general. In this article, it will be shown that race is a predictor of crime, 

a better predict of crime than poverty and related economic variables are, and that 


race continues to predict crime even when the effects of poverty are controlled 
for. 

Race as a Predictor of Crime 

At the individual level, the relationship between race and crime is extremely well 
established. Ellis, Beaver, and Wright (2009) reviewed 113 studies which looked at 
whether or not Blacks commit more crime than whites and found that all 113 did. 
Similarly, all 17 studies looking at crime differences between East Asians and Whites 
found that East Asians commit less crime than Whites. 

Ellis, Beaver, and Wright) also show that studies using self-reported criminal activity 
are less consistent. Some would view this as evidence that Blacks are arrested more 
than Whites despite committing the same amount of crime. The page _“Is the Criminal 
Justice System Racist?" , on this site, refutes that claim. 

The relationship between race and crime at the regional level is also well 

established. Pratt and Cullen (2005) meta- analysed 162 studies which looked at 
whether regions with a greater proportion of Black people had higher crime rates. The 
average study found a positive effect of .294 and 72946 of said studies findings were 
statistically significant. Out of the 34 variables commonly thought to be associated with 
crime that Pratt and Cullen 2005 meta analysed, only 5, or 15%, had a greater 
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proportion of significant findings. Moreover, none of these 5 variables had even 15 
studies done on them. This likely explains their highly consistent findings. Thus, of all 
the heavily studied variables in Pratt and Cullen, “percent black” is the one most 
consistently associated with crime. 

Race vs Economics as Predictors of Crime 

So, race predicts crime. How does its predictive power compare to that of economic 
variables? Well: 


Land, McCall, and Cohen 1990 collected data on the homicide rates of cities, standard 
metropolitan statistical areas (SMSAs), and states for the years 1960, 1970, and 1980. 
In each year they included all 50 states and every city and SMSA included in the 
census. They then looked at how well the following 11 variables predicted crime 
variation between these areas: population size, population density, percent black, 
percentage aged between 15 and 289, percent divorced, percent of kids without two 
parents, median family income, the poverty rate, income inequality, the unemployment 
rate, and whether or not the city/SMSA/State was in the south. All of these variables 
were entered into a single regression model, meaning that the estimated effect size for 
each variable held all other 10 variables constant. This analysis thus produced 9 total 
models explaining crime variation in cities, SMSAs, and states, across 3 decades. 
Across these 9 models, race was a better predictor of homicide than unemployment, 
poverty, and median income, in 7, or 7896, cases, and a better predictor than income 
inequality in 8, or 89%, cases. Thus, over 3 decades of very large data sets, race was 
pretty consistently a better predictor of homicide rates than economic variables were. 
Another relevant analysis was carried out by Unz.com owner Ron Unz. Unz 

2013 looked at how well median income, population density, poverty, and 96 black, 
correlated with the crime rates of large American cities between 2006 and 2011. He 
found that the size of the black population of a substantially better predictor than any 
of the other variables tested. 

Similarly, the New Century Foundation’ s report “The Colour of Crime” analysed 
the violent crime rates of the 50 U.S. states and D.C for the year 2005. The analysis 
found that state violent crime rates correlated at .81 with the percentage of the 
population that was Black or Hispanic, .37 with the state’ s percentage of high- school 
drop outs, .36 with the states poverty rate, and .35 with the state’ s unemployment 
rate. 

Templer and Rushton 2011 significantly replicated the New Century Foundation’ s 
results. They analysed crime variation across the 50 U.S. states and found that the 
percent of the population that was black was a stronger correlate than average income 
for murder rates (.84 v —.40), robbery rates (.77 v .06) and assault rates (.54 vs 
—.23) The paper did find that income was a stronger predictor than black population 
size for rape rates (—.16 v —.22), but neither of these correlates were statistically 
significant or large. 

Kposowa, Breault, and Harrison 1995 analysed crime variation across 2,078 U.S 
counties. As can be seen below (standardized beta coefficients are under the “beta” 
column), the percent of the population that is black was a stronger explanatory variable 
than poverty, income inequality (gini), and unemployment, for explaining variation in 
both property and violent crime. 
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TABLE IV: segresston resuds for violent crimes 
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colour, a proxy for 
race, was more strongly correlated than national income with homicide (.25 vs .17), 
rape (.24 vs .10), and serious assault (.20 vs .09). 

'Thus, across a large range a literature analysing crime variations across cities, 
counties, states, and nations, we see that race is a better predictor of crime than 
economic variables are. 


American Blacks vs European Whites 


Until now, we' ve just been looking at the relative predictive power of race and 
economic variables. At this point, I' d like to move on from that and look at how well 
racial wealth disparities predict racial crime disparities. 


If poverty really was the root cause of racial crime disparities, then we would expect 
White populations with incomes lesser than or similar to African Americans to have 
higher or similar crime rates to African Americans. On a global scale, this comparison 
is easy to make. According to the Census, the average African American makes 
20,458$ a year. According to the International Monetary Fund, the average income of 
a European is 25,434$. Thus, Europeans are just slightly richer than African 
Americans. Given this, if poverty is the main cause of racial crime disparities we 
should expect Europe to have similar crime rates to African Americans. 

This does not pan out. The Black homicide rate in America is 34.4 per 100,000 
(Cooper and Smith 2011). The homicide rate for White Americans is 4.5 per 100,000. 
And, according to the United Nation' s Global Study on Homicide 2013, the homicide 
rate for Europe is a mere 3 per 100,000. Thus, Europeans not only have lower murder 
rates than African Americans but also have slightly lower murder rates than White 
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Americans. These results are hard to square with the view that Blacks have higher 
crime rates than Whites just because they are poor. 

Racial Disparities in Crime and Economics Over Time 

The changes in racial crime and economic disparities over time do not support the 
poverty causes black crime theory either. Over the 20" century, Black income relative 
to Whites has risen. Thus, on an economic theory of Black crime, we might expect 
Black crime rates relative to Whites to have fallen. Just the opposite has happened. 
Black crime rates relative to Whites have significantly increased over the 20" century 
and, between 1940 and 1990, have correlated at .86 with gains in Black wages relative 
to Whites (1). 


Black/White Wages and Incarceration Over Time 
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Black/White Incarceration Rate ^ —— Black wages relative to White wage 


correlation shouldn' t be taken too seriously, as each data set only had 6 data points. 
But the general point remains: as Blacks have gained on Whites economically speaking 
their disproportional representation in crime has risen, not fallen as the economics 
causes black crime theory would predict. 


Another Look at Regressions and a Conclusion 

For the next argument of this post, we need to reconsider some data we' ve already 
seen. In Kposowa, Breault, and Harrison 1995 and Land, McCall, and Coen 1990 we 
saw that the proportion of an area that is Black is a significant predictor of crime at the 
county, city, SMSA, and state, level even when holding economic variables constant. 
Let me say that again: THE BLACKER AN AREA IS THE MORE CRIMINAL IT WILL 
TEND TO BE EVEN AFTER CONTROLLING FOR THE EFFECTS OF POVERTY, 
INEQUALITY, AND UNEMPLOYMENT. 

Rich American Blacks vs Poor American Whites 

Finally, we have Zaw and Darity (2016), which compared the likelihood of Blacks, 
Hispanics, and Whites becoming incarcerated at some point between 1985 and 2012 
given what their net worth was in 1985. It is noteworthy that this is the only study I 
am aware of which directly compares the incarceration rates of Blacks, Hispanics, and 
Whites, at different income levels. 
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Kich Dlack kids are more likely to Chart 
from Ehrenfreund 


prison than poor white kids (3018) dsts 


Share of people born between 1957 and 1965 who eventually went tc from Zaw and 
by how much wealth they had as of 1985, when they were between 2 Darity (2016) 
Clearly then, 
BLACKS HISPANICS economics cannot 
DEM YU e en "i peer enue IT PE 2, TIT account for all, or 
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racial differences 
we see in crime. 
Given its weak 
relationship with 
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and the case 
against that 
0 0 0 . : : 
a) 2-3. 4 26) 16: 7. 8' 9. 10 12 3.438 :6 (1, 8; 0 1O 12 relationship being 


Wealth decile Wealth decile causal, it’ s 
causal role in 


racial crime disparities is probably very small if it exists at all. 


1. Incarceration rates were taken from the Justice Department and the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics. Population size estimates were taken from the census. Racial 
wage disparity data taken from Chandra 2000 
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SINGLE PARENTHOOD 


Some people, mostly conservatives, argue that a key factor in explaining racial crime 
disparities is racial differences in family structure. Specifically, they argue that the 
high rates of divorce and non- martial births among American Blacks explains why 
Blacks have higher crime rates than White Americans do. In this post we will look at 
few different things. First, we’ ll look at the relationship between family structure and 
crime in general. Then, racial differences in family structure will be examined. And 
finally, we’ ll look at what happens to the relationship between race and crime when 
you hold family structure constant. As will be seen, for several reasons, differences in 
family structure are probably not a significant cause of racial crime differences. 


Family Structure’ s Weak Relationship with Crime 
The place to start this analysis is with the question “do people from broken homes, or 
children born out of wed lock, have higher than average crime rates?” . The answer is 
“yes, but barely" . Well and Rankin 1991 meta—analysed 44 studies on the 
correlation between being from a broken home and juvenile delinquency. The mean N— 
weighted correlation was a mere .11. For violent delinquency the mean effect size 
across 6 studies was only .04. Similarly, Price and Kunz 2003 analysed the 
relationship between family structure and juvenile delinquency across 72 studies and 
found a mean effect size of —.16. Moreover, this relationship decreased with age and 
was only —.10 among subject aged 16—19. More comprehensively, Petrosine et al 
2009 reviewed 5 previously meta- analyses which looked at the relationship between 
family structure and crime. The 5 correlations these meta- analyses produced between 
someone s home breaking up and them later becoming a criminal were .07, .09, .09, . 


10, and .10. In other words, the effect is extremely weak and explains something like 
1% ofthe population’ s variance in criminality. 

These studies are all comparing individuals. If we look at regional variation in crime 
the relationship between family structure and crime becomes a little stronger. For 
instance, Pratt and Cullen 2005 meta analysed 137 studies on the relationship 
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between crime, at a regional level, and family disruption, and found that 71.596 of 
studies found a significant effect with a mean effect size of .262. Similarly, Nivette 
2011 meta- analysed 10 studies which looked at how well divorce rates explained 
national variation in crime. The mean effect size was a statistically significant .277. 
However, the regional relationship between crime over time, in the U.S. at least, has 
been extremely inconsistent. Back in the 1980s, proponents of the broken-homes- 
cause-crime theory would frequently point out that national rates of single 
motherhood began to rise around the same time violent crime began to spike in the 
1960s. However, as reviewed in Luscombe 2012, the national relationship between 


single motherhood and crime fell apart in the 1990' s when violent crime tanked while 
non-marital birth rates continued to rise. 


Single-mother families and violent crime, 1960-2009 
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doesn? t seem to be a strong case for family structure powerfully influencing crime 
even at the national level. 


Genetic Confounding 

Moreover, these effect sizes cannot be simply attributed to family 

structure CA USING crime. After all, parents who divorce, or have children out of 
wedlock, may be more aggressive, impulsive, etc., than average and may pass these 
traits onto their kids. The notion that marital instability is influenced by genetically 
impacted traits is supported by twin studies. For instance, McGue and Lykken 

1992 found that having an identical twin who gets divorced increases your chances of 


getting divorced by 600% while having a fraternal twin or parent who gets divorced 
only increases your chances of being divorced by 200%. They estimated the overall 
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heritability of divorce to be 52%. Indeed, it would be bizarre if divorce were not 
heritable since, as reviewed in Turkheimer 2000, Bouchard 2004 and Poldermane et 
al. 2015, virtually all human traits are heritable. From this point out, I am going to call 
the idea that genetically inherited traits explains the relationship between family 
structure and crime “the genetic mediation hypothesis" 

Connors, Caspi, DeFries, and Plomin, 2000 attempted to test this possibility by 
comparing the effect of divorce on biological and adopted children. The reasoning 
behind this study was that adopted children don' t inherit genes from their legal 
guardians and, therefore, shouldn' t be made any worse off by them getting divorced 
on the genetic - mediation hypothesis. Their sample was rather limited. It included 188 
adoptive families and 210 biological families. Child outcome measures consisted of 
variables associated with general adjustment and predictors of psycho- pathology. 
They were measured when the children were 12. 


This first table reports on the measures of general psychological adjustment. The first 
6 variables in this table measure how positively the child views themselves. The effect 
size, measured in standard deviations, was larger in biological families for 4 out of the 
6 measures. However, the interaction between adoptive status and self-concept was 
not statistically significant. The next three measures are of “social competence” as 
reported by parents and the interviewer. Across all three measures, the effect size 
was larger in biological families. Two of these differences were statistically 
significant. The last three variables measured achievement. In two of three cases, the 
biological effect size was larger. In biological families, the average effect size was .33. 
In adoptive families, the average effect size was .08. Thus, only 25% of the effect of 
divorce was still present after eliminating genetic con— founders. 


Adjustment: 


Attractiveness 


Effect in adoptive families | Effect in Biological Families The second chart 
Scholastic achievement |6 |i ee 
< - variables 
SOCHIL acceptance Eia E associated with 
Athletic psychopathology. 


As can be seen, 


parents in adoptive 
families reported 
fewer problems 
with their children 
while the opposite 
35 was true in 
biological families. 
However, the impact of divorce on substance abuse was much larger for adoptive 
families. The average effect size for biological families was .30. The average effect 
size for adoptive families was .29. So, the effect sizes averaged across all five 
measures were very similar. However, the average difference for the 5 measures 
was .26, but in varying directions, so the previous statement is misleading. While 
genetic confounding did not account for most of the effect, the effects of divorce 
across the two-family types were highly dissimilar. 


Good conduct 


Social responsibility 


Positive assertiveness 
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Despite some 


j issues with 
"statistical 

- significance, no 

* doubt resulting 
ERES from the small 

sample size, I would say that this study lends support to the genetic—- mediation 

hypothesis. The same evaluation could be made of Ryan et al 2013. Ryan et al. used a 

nationally representative sample of nearly 4,000 U.S. children and looked at how their 

behaviour changed following a divorce. They found that children in most income 


brackets and age groups did not exhibit a statistically significant increase in 
behavioural problems when their families shrunk from two parents to one. 


Now that we' ve seen two studies which support the genetic mediation hypothesis, 

let’ s look at two that don’ t. Burt et al 2008 looked at how divorce among the parents 
of adoptive children predicted changes in behavioural problems. They found that 
adopted children from broken adoptive homes exhibited higher levels of delinquency, 
and that this was only true if the divorce happened after they had been adopted. That 
is, children adopted by parents who were divorced in the past but who did not divorce 
in the child' s life time did not exhibit high levels of behavioural problems. This not 
only runs counter to the genetic mediation hypothesis but also suggests that parents 
aren t transmitting their divorce causing personality traits to their children via shared 
environment either. 
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You then do the same 
thing with children of fraternal twins. The idea is that the effects of divorce should be 
lower among the children of identical twins on the genetic mediation hypothesis 
because such children share more of their genes than the children of fraternal twins 
do. However, this is not what was found in Onofrio’ s sample of 2,500 twin offspring. 
'Thus, this study constitutes further evidence against the genetic mediation hypothesis. 
On the whole, the evidence on this issue is mixed. Thus, the evidence-based view is 
one of agnosticism about whether or not the weak association between family structure 
and crime can be interpreted causally. 


Family Structure, Crime, and Race 
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Now that we’ ve looked at the relationship between family structure and crime, let’ s 
look at how family structure varies by race. First, let’ s look at non- marital births. 
Here, the differences are pretty simple. U.S. National Vital Statistics show that Blacks 
have the highest rates of non— marital births, followed by Hispanics, followed by 
Whites, followed by Asians. 


Non-Maritai w.. . 


80% 


72% 


Moreover, Census Data shows that this is 
53% f 
— nothing new: 


Percentage of Children Born out of Wedlock 
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Bureau of Labour Statistics show that Blacks are less likely to ever get married than 
whites, and, because of this, slightly less likely to have ever been divorced. However, 
even when only looking at those who have been married, the difference in divorce rate 
is slight. 
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Census data shows that this same basic 
pattern goes back several decades: 


Percent Ever Married 6896 


| Table B. Marriage Experience for Women, by Age, Race, and Hispanic Origin: 1975, 1980, 19% 
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As can be seen below, data from the Department of Justice shows that Black over— 
representation in prisons was already present in the 1920' s and has grown since 
then. Given that divorce rates don' t differ much between the races, and the Black 
marriage rate was higher in the early 20th century when Blacks still had higher crime 
rates, if family structure does account for part of the gap then it must do so primarily 
via out of wed lock births, not divorce. 
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The Percent of Prisoner: 
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35.00% standard metropolitan statistical areas 
30.00% s~ (SMSAs), and states for the years 1960, 


1970, and 1980. In each year they included 
all 50 states and every city and SMSA included in the census. They then looked at how 
well the following 11 variables predicted crime variation between these areas: 
population size, population density, percent black, percentage aged between 15 and 29, 
percent divorced, percent of kids without two parents, median family income, the 
poverty rate, income inequality, the unemployment rate, and whether or not the 
city/SMSA/State was in the south. All of these variables were entered into a single 
regression model, meaning that the estimated effect size for each variable held all 
other 10 variables constant. This analysis thus produced 9 total models explaining 
crime variation in cities, SMSAs, and states, across 3 decades. In all 9 models, race 
continued to predict homicide rates even while holding all of these variables constant. 
Moreover, in the majority of the models race was still a better predictor of violent 
crime than either the divorce rate or the percent of kids growing up without two 
parents. 

Similarly, Kposowa, Breault, and Harrison 1995 analyzed crime variation across 


3,076 U.S counties using a wide array of variables including the percent of the county 
that was divorced and the percent of the county that was black. One again, these 
variables are all being entered into a single regression model and, so, the explanatory 
power of each variable which is reported reflect how well each variable predicted 
crime when every other variable was held constant. As can be seen below 
(standardized beta coefficients are under the “beta” column), the percent of the 
population that is black was a much stronger explanatory variable than the divorce rate 
for both property crime and violent crime: 
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(TABLE: Regression results [or property crimes 
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these models is not small. Given this, we can say that a moderate to strong association 
between crime and race still exists even after controlling for a multiplicity of 
environmental explanations, including family structure. 


Finally, it is worth mentioning that racial differences in family structure may, 
themselves, be partially genetic in origin. As reviewed elsewhere on this site, the 
races differ with respect to sexual behaviour such that Blacks tend to have more sex, 
with more people, produce more children, and be less monogamous. Given this, the fact 
that Blacks are less likely than Whites and Asians to raise their children under a two 
parents home is hardly surprising. This phenomena isn’ t unique to the United 

States, either: 
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Thus, the small impact on racial crime disparities that family structure may have might 
actually be one route by which genetic differences between the races lead to different 
crime rates. 


In summary: 


LEAD 


Family structure is a weak predictor of crime 

Family structure in the U.S. has continued to deteriorate while violent crime has 
fallen 

It is possible that the weak relationship between crime and family structure 
which does exist is mediated by genetic factors 

The races differ in family structure. Blacks have always had more children out 
of wedlock and, since the 1950’ s, have had lower marriage rates and higher 
divorce rates. However, difference in divorce rates are still rather small. 

Race is a better predictor of crime than family structure is and continues to 
predict crime when family structure is held constant. 

Given that Blacks are less monogamous than Whites all around the world, racial 
differences in family structure may be caused by genetics 
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In this 
article, I 
will review 
the 
literature 
linking lead 
exposure to 
criminality 
and then 
discuss 
what role 
lead plays 
in the 


American 


Black- White crime gap. Data on lead exposure can be divided into two categories: data 
showing how lead levels relate to regional crime, and data showing how lead exposure 
relates to individual criminality. First, let' s look at regional data. 


Regional Data 

Stretesky and Lynch (2001) looked at the association between air lead levels and 
homicide rates in 3,111 US counties. Controls included poverty, 96 black, educational 
attainment, and whether or not a county was in the south. Going from the county with 
the least lead to the one with the most was associated with an increase in homicide by 
a factor of 14 without controls and 4.1 with controls. However, the 9596 confidence 
interval of this estimate stretched from 1.09 to 16.615, suggesting that a very wide 
range of effect sizes are plausible given the data. 

Stretesky and Lynch (2004) looked at how air lead levels predicted crime across 
2,772 US counties. Their controls included a measure of general air pollution, % black, 
poverty, income inequality, whether or not a county was in the south, the 
unemployment rate, the divorce rate, and the average crime rate of the 5 nearest 
counties. Lead exposure had a significant relationship with violent crime with an effect 


size of .164 and property crime with an effect size of .319. It was also found that lead 
explained more variation of crime among poorer counties. 

Feigenbaum and Muller (2016) used data on 545 cities and found that the installation 
of lead pipes in the 1880' s predicted homicide rates in the years 1921 to 1936. The 
use of lead water pipes was common at this because it was more durable and more 
malleable than iron pipes. This resulted in lead being in city water which in turn caused 
people to have much higher blood lead levels (BLL) than they do today. 

'The paper found that a city using lead pipes and its distance from a lead refinery were 
both positively related to its homicide rate even after controlling for home ownership 
rates, 96 black, sex and age demographics, latitude, longitude, and population density. 
% Black was also a significant predictor even with lead and the other covariates held 
constant. 


Nevin (2007) found a very strong association between the blood lead level of 
preschool children and subsequent crime rate trends 19 years later when those pre~ 
schoolers would have become young adults. This association was found over several 
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decades in the USA, Britain, Canada, France, Australia, Finland, Italy, West Germany, 
and New Zealand. The range of years looked at varied by nation, but in some countries 
it ranged all the way from the 1930s to the 1990s. 

Nevin also reported on a cross-sectional analysis which looked at what variables 
predicted the murder rate of 124 US cities between 1985 and 1994. Nevin found that 
the percent of the population with lead poisoning (LP) was a significant predictor. LP 
explained 14% of the variance in murder rates. However, the percent of a city which 
was Black was found to be a stronger predictor and when it was controlled for LP no 
longer had a significant association with a city 's murder rate. 


In totality, the regional data clearly shows an impressive cross-sectional and 
longitudinal relationship between lead exposure and crime which persists even after 
controlling for a large number of potentially confounding variables. 


Individual Level Data 
Now let’ s look at studies on crime at the individual, rather than regional, 
level. Stretesky and Lynch (2004) described a study published in book format thusly: 


"Deborah Denno' s (1990) longitudinal study of the link between lead and 
crime among African American males, which controlled for many other 
potentially influential independent variables (including environmental and 
social factors, such as parents’ income and occupation),found that early 
childhood lead poisoning was one of the most important predictors of three 
types of delinquent outcomes: (1) disciplinary problems from ages 13 - 14; 
(2) juvenile delinquency from ages 7 - 17; and (3) the number of adult 
offenses from ages 18 =- 22.” 

Marcus et al. (2010) meta- analysed the relationship between lead exposure among 
children and adolescents and conduct problems across 19 studies with an aggregated 
8,561 participants and found a statistically significant correlation of .19. 


Thus, there is a clear relationship between lead exposure and anti- social behaviour at 
both the regional and individual level. However, given the increasing rarity of lead 
exposure, lead exposure may not play a very large role in explaining why it is, in 
modern society, that some people are more anti—social/criminal than others. 


Racial Differences in Lead Exposure 

In America, African Americans have higher BLLs than do Whites and Hispanics during 
childhood. White et al. (2015) reviewed 5 national samples taken between 1998 and 
2004 and found that African American children had a mean BLL about 1.4 ug/dl higher 
than non- Hispanic White American children did. 

More recent data from the CDC shows that in 1999 —2004 Black children had a mean 
BLL which was 1 ug/dl higher than White children and that this BLL gap shrank to 0.9 
ug/dl in samples taken between 2003 and 2006, and to 0.5 ug/dl in samples taken 
between 2007 and 2010. 

Interestingly, both studies also looked at White/Hispanic children differences in BLL 
and both found that there were no consistent differences between these groups. 


Black/White differences in BLL during childhood are real, but slight. Their size can be 
exaggerated by looking at what proportion of each race has a BLL which exceeds some 
arbitrary threshold. Consider, for instance, this chart from Drum (2016): 
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Elevated Blood Lead Levels Nationw That these 
differences 
seem larger is 


= t surprising. 
m Black Children om 
45% Small mean 
B White Children . 
differences 


3096 lead to large 
differences at 


60% 


15% the tails of 
distributions. 
na However, 


there is no justification for the thresholds used here. In fact, these thresholds are so 
arbitrary this one chart uses three different standards. This reflects changes in the 
CDC guidelines about safe levels of lead. For decades, the CDC has been lowering this 
“safe threshold” as better research has come in with larger samples and more 
precise measures which have allowed researchers to document the damage that lead 
does even at very low levels. 
Furthermore, this slight racial gap in blood lead levels diminishes to virtually nothing 
by adulthood. CDC numbers [taken from Tsoi et al. (2016) and Pricket et al. (1994)] 


show that BLL levels no longer differ significantly by race among the total population. 
Mean Blood Lead Level (ug/dl) by Race: 1976-2013 


16 
14 
12 
10 
Given this, 8 
even à 
though lead 
impacts 4 
crime, the 


fact that the 5 
races barely 


1976 1988 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 
— White Americans 12.6 2.1 1.61 1.42 1.36 1.28 1.24 1.1 0.99 
——African Americans 14.5 3.5 1.88 1.64 1.69 1.39 1.38 1.24 l 
— Mexican Americans 1.81 1.46 1.55 1.29 1.25 1.14 0,84 


differ in terms of lead exposure as children and not at all as adults suggests that lead 
probably plays little to no role in the American Black- White IQ gap. This conclusion is 
consistent with Feigenbaum and Muller (2016) and Nevin (2007) who found that the 
proportion of an area which was Black continued to predict its crime rate even after its 
degree of lead exposure was controlled for. On the other hand, lead exposure is more 
common in the developing world and more likely to play a role in the high crime rates 
of nations in Africa. 
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CHILD ABUSE 


Racial differences in the prevalence of child abuse probably contribute to racial 
disparities in both IQ and crime. According to the Department of Health and Human 
Services, the rate at which children suffer from abuse is roughly 14.6 per 1,000 for 
Blacks, 8.5 per 1,000 for Hispanics, and 8.1 per 1,000 for Whites. Thus, the Black child 
abuse rate is about 80% larger than that of Whites and Hispanics. 

Some people deny that Blacks abuse their children more often than whites do and 
argue, instead, that Black child abuse is more likely to be reported. The fact that 
Blacks are vastly overrepresented in cases of “substantiated” child abuse, such 
as children being murdered by their parents refutes this hypothesis. Moreover, 
African Americans are not known for being especially likely to call the police. The 
weight of all the available evidence clearly suggests that Blacks commit child abuse 
more often than Whites do. 


The Effects of Child Abuse 
Being the victim of child abuse is a risk factor for criminality and low IQ. This effect 
remains after controlling for socio-economic status. Moreover, when one twin is 
abused while another is not, research shows that the abused twin 1s, on average, 
more criminal and less intelligent than their non—- abused cotwin. This finding suggests 
that genetic confounding cannot account for this relationship. Further still, abused 
children grow up to be more criminal than average even after controlling for birth 
order, maternal education, paternal criminality, religion, and family structure. 
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empirical 


results is that children being dumb and aggressive causes their parents to be more 
abusive towards them. To my knowledge, this has not been adequately addressed in 
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the literature. On an intuitive level, it seems like this has to be true to some degree. 
However, there is no reason to suppose that this explains the entirety of the 
relationship between abuse and IQ/crime. For the rest of this article, I will assume that 
there is some real causal relationship there, though it is probably smaller than what 
most studies estimate. 


Because of its rarity, child abuse explains less than 10% of the variation in both 
intelligence and criminality in the general population. However, the degree to which 
being abused increases the likelihood of a person becoming a criminal is hard to 
estimate. Studies vary in their definition of abuse, the set of statistical controls they 
employ, and their measurement of criminality. Because of this, estimates of how much 
being abused increases a person’ s chances of being a criminal range 

from 28%to 200%. No meta- analysis of this data has been done and so there is no 
simple way to judge the true effect. 

The exact mechanism by which child abuse impacts IQ and criminality is not known, 
but there are many possible causal explanations. For instance, some have suggested 
that child abuse causes chronic emotional distress in children which in turn negatively 
impacts their neurological development of traits like aggression, self-control, and 
intelligence. Another common hypothesis is that abused children pick up the violent 
tendencies of their parents and are thus made more likely to be criminals. 


Regardless of the causal mechanism, child abuse likely causes both low IQ and 
criminality and is probably an environmental variable which explains some of the 
black/white gaps in both of these variables. 


Impact on Racial Crime Gaps 
Black women are roughly twice as likely as White women to be incarcerated. Black 


men are around six times more likely than White men to be in Jail. 


HH I2AZEHEETZEHIA PALS VI 2ITVEIIVCM JALE GHU ICWEIGI MII2VITCI2 PEE 1VV/VVV Vel IECIT, My VEITTVMTGRTETE waa 


Male meh. nice if 
Age group Tota — Allmale? — White? — Black? — Hispanic — Other" Allfemale* — White? — Black" . : 
Total! 4n 890 465 2724 ~~ 1,091 968 65 53 109 given all 
18-19 169 317 102 — 107 349 542 14 8 32 this 
20-24 746 1,365 584 3868 152] 1755 96 n 152 
25-29 1,055 1912 958 — 5434 224 2,022 170 150 244 
30-34 1,161 209 1n 642 24597 219 185 163 264 
35-39 1,067 1982 1029 612 222 88 155 138 229 
40-44 904 1,689 942 5105 193 1619 132 119 213 
45-49 758 1417 815 4352 1820 144 mi 90 203 
50-54 567 1,081 63 3331 130 112 n 57 128 
55-59 358 698 40 2178 978 832 37 2 n 
60-64 212 422 252 — 1265 680 483 20 15 37 


information, we could estimate what proportion of the Black/White crime gap can be 
attributed to child abuse. Doing so is problematic since there is no consistent finding 
regarding the effect size of child abuse on crime. Moreover, the impact of child abuse 
on crime seems to vary by race. Consider, for instance, this data from the Department 
of Justice: 
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Abused and Neglected Group Comparison Group 

Type of Arrest (n = 900) (n = 667) 

Juvenile 
Black 40.6 Viu 
White 21.8 LE S Ain 

Adult 
Black 59.8 435v** 

White 33.8 26.6* 

Violent Crime Here we see 
Black 34.2 21.8** that child abuse 
White 11.0 9.7 increased the 

*p«.05. **p« Ol. ***p<.001. probability of a 


White adult being arrested by 27% vs 37% for Blacks. Child abuse had no statistically 
significant impact on violent crime in Whites at all. 


Because of these complications, I don’ t feel comfortable giving any exact estimate of 
how much of racial disparities in crime can be attributed to child abuse. However, it is 
obvious that Blacks being 80% more likely than Whites to experience a very rare 
environmental stimulus which increases criminality by 30—200% cannot explain more 
than a small fraction of why it is that Black men are six times more likely than White 
men to go to jail. 


Impact on Racial IQ Gaps 


Research suggests that child abuse typically lowers IQ by 3—4 points. However, this 
effect is probably stronger for Blacks than it is for Whites. Research has shown that 
the smarter someone is the less their chances of being a criminal will increase if they 
are abused. In other words, high IQ people are less vulnerable than low IQ people to 
the effects of child abuse. 

To my knowledge, there are no well-replicated point estimates for the impact of child 
abuse on IQ by race. Given this, it is once again difficult to assess how much of the 
racial IQ gap is due to child abuse. 


However, Blacks being 80% more likely to experience a very rare environmental 
stimulus which decreases IQ by something like 3—4 points clearly cannot explain the 
vast majority of the 15—16-— point difference in IQ scores between Blacks and Whites. 


A Heritable Environment 


Many people conceptualize child abuse as an environmental stimulus. There is an 
important sense in which this is false: what genes an individual has, as well as the 
genes that the people around them have, can influence how likely they are to 
experience child abuse. 


For instance, if a kid’ s parents are genetically inclined to be impulsive and aggressive 
they are going to be more likely to abuse their child. Similarly, the evidence we saw 
before indicates that someone who has alow “genotypic” IQ will probably be more 
vulnerable than someone with a high “genotypic” IQ to the effects of child abuse. 


This can lead to a vicious gene- environment cycle whereby populations which are 
genetically disadvantaged with respect to aggression, self-control, and IQ, will also be 
more likely to experience environmental stimuli which will degrade these traits even 
further. 
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There are several reasons to think this is happening to Black people. 


First, lots of positive evidence shows that Blacks are genetically predisposed to 

be more aggressive, more impulsive, and less intelligent than White people are. To 
deny the heritability of racial differences in child abuse rates, you have to either refute 
this evidence or deny that intelligence, self—-control, and aggression, play a role in 
child abuse. 

Secondly, several twin studies have shown that the propensity to commit child abuse is 


significantly heritable. 

Thirdly, while data on child abuse in the 3rd world is lacking in quality, what evidence 
does exist suggests that male child abuse is far more widespread in Africa than it is in 
Europe or North America, as would be predicted by a hereditarian hypothesis. 
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particularly vulnerable to the effects of child abuse comes from the MAO-—A gene. 
Certain versions of this gene make abused people more likely to grow up to be a 
criminal relative to abused individuals who do not carry these gene variants. Blacks are 
more likely to have these versions of the MAO—A gene. 


Of course, low IQ also makes people more vulnerable to the impact of child abuse and, 
as has already been noted, Black people are more likely to have low IQs. 


In conclusion, child abuse is probably an environmental factor in Black/White 
differences in crime and intelligence. However, child abuse cannot explain the vast 
majority of either racial disparity. Moreover, this “environmental factor” is itself 
partly heritable because genetics plays a significant role in explaining both why it is 
that Blacks are more likely than Whites to experience child abuse and why they have a 
more severe reaction to child abuse than White people do. 
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INTELLIGENCE AND CRIME 


This article will analyse the role that racial intelligence differences play in racial crime 
differences. First, I’ ll review the national and individual level data showing that crime 
has a negative association with IQ which persists after controlling for all home 
environment variables. Second, I’ Il show that the so-called differential detection 
hypothesis is false, and that IQ probably has a causal relationship with criminal activity. 
Finally, it will be shown that a large proportion of the Black- White crime gap can be 
accounted for by controlling for IQ. 


IQ and Crime: Macro Studies 

Lynn and Vanhanen (2012) summarized the data relating national IQ to national crime 
levels. Studies consistently find a negative correlation between national IQ and crime. 
As can be seen, the size of this correlation varies from weak to strong depending on 
the study. 
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Variable N countries rxIQ Referer 

l Homicide, 1970s 70 -50 Lester, 2003 

2 Homicide, 1990s - -.82 Templer et al 

3 Homicide, 1990s 116 -25 Rushton & 1 Bartels et al. (2010) looked at the 
2009 relationship between US state levels 

B Rape, 1990s 116 -.29 Rushton & 1 of crime IQ, and racial 
2009 ue . 

" demographics. When each variable 

& Áo TOOL, 114 ni D.—La-l- £. 1 


was analysed on its own, the 
percent of a state which was Black and its mean IQ score (estimated based on NAEP 
data) predicted various categories of crime. When entered into a regression at once, 
however, they sometimes lost statistical significance due to the small sample size 
(n=50). However, both variables retained significance when predicting murder and 96 
Black was a better predictor than IQ. 


ERE Ret Sens sure HE RMARA MAR RTL MR M we te rna e 


Measure B t p 

Aggravated assault (N = 50) 

IQ —.26 —1.74 NS 

% Black 30 2.00 NS 

Robbery (N = 50) 

IQ. 02 0.13 NS 

% Black 61 451 <.01 

ee Beaver and Wright 
IQ —27 -244 <05 2011 : h 
% Black 57 5.10 <0 (2011) examined the 
Burglary (N = 50) relationship between 
iQ —.46 -338 <01 crime, IQ, and other 
% Black .20 1.48 NS 


variables across 243 
US counties. Beaver and Wright created a measure of “concentrated disadvantage" 
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rates (N= 243 counties). and the county-level composite cim by performing factor 
analysis on the 


Model 1 Model 2 Model 1 . i 
a“ l m oe a : &u . following variables: 
Property crime Violent crime % black, % female 
IQ 40 -—676 <.001 32 -471 «001 IQ -58 -1 headed household, 
Concentrated dis. 17 251 013 Concentrated dis. 
Burglary Robbery % poor, % of 
IQ 44 -—754 «001 —28 -—438 «001 IQ -54 -X 
Concentrated dis 32 508 -001 Concentrated dis. households on 
eed Aggravated assault . public assistance, 
IQ 29 —474 «000 -21 -297 003 IQ -52 -=$ 


and % unemployed. 
Whether predicting property or violent crime, IQ and concentrated disadvantage mostly 
had significant independents effects with IQs effect size normally being larger. 


IQ and Crime: Individual Studies 

Ellis and Walsh (2003) meta- analysed research done on the relationship between IQ 
and crime, delinquency, and related variables. Out of 68 studies on IQ and delinquency, 
60 found a negative relation (8896) and the remaining 8 found no significant 
relationship. Out of 19 studies on IQ and adult criminal offending, 15 (7996) found a 
negative correlation. Out of 17 studies on self-reported offending and IQ, 14 (82%) 
found a negative relationship. Out of 5 studies on IQ and anti—social personality 
disorder, and 14 studies on childhood conduct disorder, all 19 found a negative 
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relationship. Thus, the vast majority of research establishes IQ as a correlate of crime 
and related constructs. 

On the other hand, only 7 of 19 (3696) of studies on recidivism and IQ found a negative 
relationship. Ellis and Walsh explain this by positing that the population of people who 
have already committed a crime have a far lower mean IQ than the general population 
(and a reduced range) and, among this subset of the population, intelligence 
differences don' t explain nearly as much variance in crime as it does among the 
general population. 


Schwartz et al. (2015) found a linear negative relationship between IQ and various 
measures of criminality in a complete finish birth cohort for 1987 (n260,069). 


Mean Number of Crimes Committed 


(2012) looked at the association between IQ and crime in a total male birth cohort 
sample from Sweden (n=700,514). IQ was measured at age 18. IQ was negatively 
associated with crime (—.19) and this only fell to —.18 when adjusting for single 
motherhood and income. Furthermore, IQ differences predicted crime differences 
between half-siblings and full siblings raised together. The fact that IQ predicts crime 
within families shows that home environment variables which vary between families 
cannot possibly account for the relationship. 

Levine et al. (2011) looked at the relationship between IQ and criminality in a sample 
of 12,686 Americans, 496 of which had been incarcerated. Those who had been to jail 
had a mean IQ of 89.61 while those who had not who had a mean IQ of 100.6. This is a 
difference of .77 SD and was statistically significant. The groups also differed in SES 
(SMD = —.37, p<.001). IQ and SES were put into a regression and shown to have 
effects independent of one another and had a significant interaction such that the effect 
of low IQ was worse for low SES people and vice versa. 

Yun and Lee (2013) looked at how the kind of neighbourhood someone lives in 
impacts the association between their verbal IQ and their probability of being arrested. 
In a sample of roughly 2,000 Americans, they found that verbal intelligence had a 
negative relationship with criminality even after controlling for neighbourhood poverty, 
unemployment, % Black, % female headed household, and % on public assistance, as 
well as individual age, sex, race, poverty, self—-control, and age. 
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lable Z. Logistic regression Equation Examining the Errects OT verbal intelligence al Yun and 


vantage on Arrest (N — 1,972). 


Variable B 
Verbal intelligence —33" 
Neighborhood disadvantage —.0l 
Control variables 
Age —08' 
Black -.18 
Non-Black minority -51" 
Sex 19 
Household income —01 


disadvantaged areas. 
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There is also a significant longitudinal literature linking IQ in childhood to criminal 
activity in adulthood. For instance, Farrington (1989) found that IQ at age 8 was a 


significant predictor of being convicted of a violent crime as an adult in a sample of 411 
boys. Similarly, Stattin et al. (1993) looked at the longitudinal relationship between IQ 


Table 3. Effect of Verbal Intelligence on Arrest by Neighborhood Disadvantage Classifi 


Adequate neighborhood 
sample (n — 1,342) 


Variable B SE 
Verbal intelligence -AV .l0 
Control variables 
Age Ar 04 
Black -.15 A9 
Non-Black minority —48 .I9 
Sex 8r A7 
Household income —.01 01 


Odds ratio 


66 


I1 
.86 
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sample of 122 boys and found that criminals scored lower on measures of intelligence 


than non- criminals even at the age of 3. 
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Sporadic Offenders (n = 22), and Frequent Offenders (n = 14) 


Nonoffenders Sporadic offenders" Frequent offenders" 

Age pe— Se anne NENNEN EE 
(years) M SD n M SD n M SD n 
3 100.5 14.3 83 97.0 20.1 22 88.2 11.7 14 

5 101.0 16.0 81 98.4 18.9 21 91.8 18.2 12 

8 101.7 14.8 T7 99.2 21.2 18 97.8 18.8 12 

i] 101.6 14.1 72 96.7 15.3 18 92.5 17.8 11 
i4 100.6 14.7 70 95.0 14.4 17 87.7 19.6 10 
17 101.8 15.2 68 96.7 12.5 15 93.4 19.7 9 
MF 101.7 11.9 81 96.9 13.8 19 91.4 15.7 12 


! One to three crime occasions. "Four or more crime occasions. * Computed for males for whom 
intelligence data were available on at least three occasions: F(2, 109) = 4.08, p « .05. Contrast tests of 
differences in intelligence (between nonoffenders and the other two groups) revealed a significant differ- 
ence (p « .01) between nonoffenders and frequent offenders. 


Controlling for SES reduced some, but not all, of these associations to statistical 
insignificance, but this is probably due to Stattin et al’ s small sample size. 
ihe Keiationsnip of Earry Language ADUIY ana anieuigence 


at Different Ages to Registered Criminality With and 
Without Control for SES (Pearson Correlations 


and Standard Partial Correlations) 
Full Partial Finally, Fergusson et 
Variable and age correlation correlation al. (2005) conducted 
a 25—year longitudinal 
gc ome ney ^ study on 1,625 
an mont "un 
Brunet and Lézine (1951) ~17* Lee Participan. They 
3 found that IQ at age 
Maturity of language use —,08 —.01 8—9 predicted 
Comprehension of language -24** ar hos criminality in 
5 years adulthood. This 
Maturity of language use ~23"" -15* relationship was also 
Comprehension of language —.26** —-.18* found" besnediated 
Intelligence 
3 wads ~25** -—.16* by childhood conduct 
5 years = 19" —.11 problems, which just 
8 years =H .00 tells us that IQ begins 
11 years Eum a to have an effect on 
= bens — 19* ib criminality at an early 
age. 
Note. SES - socioeconomic status. 'The Differential 
* p « OS (one-tailed). ** p< .01 (one-tailed). Detection Hypothesis 


Some people have argued that having a low IQ doesn’ t actually cause crime but, 
rather, simply causes people to perform crimes in such a way that they are more likely 
to get caught. This line of argument is refuted by the previously referenced self— 
report data showing that low IQ predicts not only arrest but also self-reported criminal 
activity. 
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Moffitt and Silva (1988) examined this question more closely and looked at crime and 
IQ in a sample of 654 boys using two different kinds of measures of criminal activity: 
self-report and police report. They found that delinquent adolescents had lower than 
average IQs and that their IQs did not differ depending on whether or not they had 
been arrested. In other words, IQ was not predictive of whether a criminal was caught. 
'This directly contradicts the hypothesis that IQ correlates with crime simply because 
dumb criminals are more likely to get caught. 


Group 
Delinquents Delinquents Non- 
detected by police — notdetected delinquents 
Score (n = 40) (n = 69) (n = 545) 
SRED 29-item 
subscale 

M 4.66 521 1.14 

SD 7.06 5.04 1.86 
Full scale IQ 

M 102.52 101.85 103.70 

SD 15.98 15.75 14.22 
Verbal IQ 

M 98,37 97.98 104.95 

SD 14.60 16.95 14.05 Given that this 
Mme 106.70 106.32 ES — snotue 

SD 16.55 15.62 REM, en 


between IQ and 
crime fails, and home environmental variables cannot explain it, nor can related 
psychological constructs such as self-control, and IQ in toddlerhood predicts 
criminality in adulthood, it seems safe to say that IQ probably has a causal relationship 
with crime. With that being said, let’ s look at the role that IQ plays in racial crime 
differences. 


Racial Differences in Crime Holding IQ Constant 

Two studies have looked at what happens to racial crime differences after IQ is held 
constant. First, Beaver et al. (2013) looked at the degree to which racial differences 
in crime disappeared after controlling for self-reported life time violence and verbal 
IQ. Their sample consisted of 3,029 males. 


African American men were 43% more likely to be arrested than White men. However, 
this dropped to a statistically insignificant 1396 after controlling for life time violence 
and IQ. Before applying the controls, Black men were 5646 more likely to have been 
incarcerated. After applying controls, this figure dropped to a statistically insignificant 
18%. Finally, once arrested Black men were 50% more likely to end up incarcerated 
and, after applying these controls, that value dropped to a statistically insignificant 
2496. 


Secondly, Herrnstein and Murray (1994) analysed a large nationally representative 
data set and found that the Black-White incarceration gap decreased by nearly 94 after 
simply controlling for age and IQ. 
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Controlling for IQ cuts the black-white difference 
in incarceration by almost three-quarters 


The probability of ever having been interviewed 
in à correctional facility 


For a man of average age (29) before « ontrolling for 1Q 


Whites 2% | 


Blacks 13% 


Latinos 6% j 


For a man of average age and average IQ (100) 


Whites 
ai Ed | Thus, racial differences in IQ 
Blacks 5% probably explain a good deal 
EF NN of the Black- White crime 
Latinos 34 i gap, though not all of it. 


OF 5% 109 15% 


MAO-A GENOTYPE 


One gene which plays a role in Black’ s high crime rate is the monoamine oxidase —a 
gene (MAO-A). This gene produces an enzyme by the same name. The enzyme 
MAO-A breaks down a class of neurotransmitter called mono- amines in the brain. 
These neurotransmitters include ones which are well known to effect behaviour such 
as dopamine and serotonin. Some versions of the MAO-A gene lead to lower levels of 
MAO-A the enzyme and, therefore, more mono- amine activity in the brain. 


The molecular difference between different versions of the MAO-A gene lies in the 
number of times a certain section for its promoter region is repeated. Three repeat 
alleles lead to lower than average levels of the enzyme MAO-A. The two repeat allele 
leads to even lower levels of MAO-A. 


Beginning in the 1990' s, researchers began to suspect that variation in MAO- A 
levels might be related to traits like aggression and criminal behaviour. This suspicious 
arose following a study on the particular family which carried a rare mutation that lead 
to extremely low levels of the enzyme MAO-A. This family had rapists, arsonists, and 
other violent criminals (Brunner et al. 1993). 
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Later, geneticists raised rates with an artificial version of the MAO-A gene which lead 
to low MAO-A production. It was found to cause the rats to act far more aggressive 
than is typical (Cases et al. 1995, Scott et al. 2008, Vishnivetskaya et al. 2007, 

and Mejia 2002). 

The first direct link between common MAO- A alleles and violence in humans came 
from Caspi et al 2002. This study found that people with either the 2R or 3R version 
of the MAO-A gene tended to be more aggressive than average, but only if they had 
difficult upbringings. Based on these results, it was hypothesized that low activity 
MAO-A genes might cause people to have stronger reactions to negative experiences 
than people high activity versions of the gene. Since then, a meta-analyses has 
confirmed that this interaction between MAO-A genotype and childhood trauma has 


been well replicated in male subjects (Bryd and Manuch 2013). 
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Source: Caspi et al. 2002 
Since then, researchers have found that low activity MAO—A also predict higher levels 
of anti-social personality even among those who have not experienced child abuse 
(Ficks and Waldman 2014). These versions of the gene have also been linked to high 
levels of credit card debt and obesity (Camarena et al. 2004, Neve and Flower 
2009, Need et al. 2005, and Feummeler 2008). Low activity versions of the gene 
have also been shown to significantly increase the risk that someone will end up in 
prison (Roux 2014, Vaughn et al. 2009, Beaver et al. 2009, and Beaver et al. 2013). 
Given this, it seems plausible that low activity versions of the MAO-A gene leads to 


246|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


increased impulsivity, likely due to increased dopamine activity, which in turn leads to 
an elevated risk for criminal activity, aggression, obesity, and credit card debt. 


Racial differences in MAO-A genotypes are well established. Below you can see a 
review of the literature in the United States. The vast majority of the research shows 
that Blacks are more likely than Whites to carry both versions of the low repeat allele. 


Study Sample Size Sample Type Sex 


Nationally 


2574 Whites 


Beaver et al. Representative Sample 


2013) 164 Blacks (ADD Health) Male 
Widom and. l 
Brzustowicz 180 Whites 

200 98 Non-Whites Abuse victims Male 
Widom and. l 
Brzustowicz_ 196 Whites 
(2006) 143 Non- Whites duse Victims Female 


365 Whites232 
Reti et al. (2011) Blacks Psychiatric Patients Both 


106 Whites86 


Choe et al. (2014) Blacks N/A Male 
Study Sample Size Sample Type Sex 
2574 
Whites164 Nationally representative 
Beaver et al. (2013) Blacks sample (Add Health) Male 


White 2R 


Black2R % % 


5.2 0.1 
6.12 0.6 
2.6 7 
4.7 D 
6.0 0 


Black White 3R 
3R% % 


52.3 37 
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180 

Widom and Whites98 

Brzustowicz (2006) Non- Whites Abuse victims Male 35.7 41.1 
196 

Widom and Whites143 

Brzustowicz (2006) Non- Whites Abuse victims Female 74.1 62.8 
274 

Rosenberg et al. Whites37 

(2006) Blacks N/A Male 54.1 36.1 
365 
Whites232 

Reti et al. (2011) Blacks Psychiatric patients Both 48.7 34.1 
106 
Whites83 

Choe et al. (2014) Blacks Low income Male 42.2 30 
539 

Sabol, Hu, and Whites52 

Hamer, (1 Blacks Various combined samples Both 59.1 33.1 


In summary, Blacks have higher levels of low repeat MAOA alleles than Whites do, and 
this in turn causes them to have higher crime rates, and that this explains part, though 
not all, of why Blacks have higher crime rates than Whites. 


TESTOSTERONE 


One factor which explains part of why Blacks have higher than average crime rates is 
testosterone. Testosterone is known to cause aggression, and Blacks are known to at 
once have more of it and, for genetic reasons, to be more sensitive to its effects. 


Testosterone activity has been linked many times to aggression and crime. Meta— 
analyses show that testosterone is correlated with aggression among humans and non— 
human animals (Book, Starzyk, and Quinsey, 2001). Women who suffer from a 
disease known as congenital adrenal hyperplasia are exposed to abnormally high 
amounts of testosterone and are abnormally aggressive. Artificially increasing the 
amount of testosterone in a person' s blood has been shown to lead to increases in 
their level of aggression (Burnham 2007; Kouri et al. 1995). In fact, a study of 
Rhesus monkeys found that injecting female foetuses with testosterone caused them to 
behave just as aggressively as young males (Book, Starzyk, and Quinsey, 2001). 
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Finally, people in prison have higher than average rates of testosterone (Dabbs et al. 
2005). Thus, testosterone seems to cause both aggression and crime. 

Richard et al. (2014) meta- analysed data from 14 separate studies and found that 
Blacks have higher levels of free-floating testosterone in their blood than Whites do. 
Exacerbating this problem even further is the fact that Blacks are more likely than 
Whites to have low repeat versions of the androgen receptor gene. The androgen 
reception (AR) gene codes for a receptor by the same name which reacts to androgenic 
hormones such as testosterone. This receptor is a key part of the mechanism by which 
testosterone has its effects throughout the body and brain. 


All versions of this gene have several repeats of a CAG nucleotide sequence. Variants 
between people differ in the number of these repeats. Versions of this gene with fewer 
than average numbers of repeats lead to increased androgen activity and has been 
associated many times with crime and aggression. For instance: 


Rajender et al. (2008) analysed data on 645 men including 241 convicted rapists, 107 
convicted murders, and 26 men convicted for both rape and murder. They found that 
those incarcerated for both rape and murder had the shortest average number of CAG 
repeats followed by murderers, followed by rapists. The non- criminal controls had the 
longest CAG repeats. 


EJ More than 21 repeats 
E Average (21 repeats) 
B Less than 21 repeats 


Percentage 


Butovskaya et al. (2013) conducted 
a study in Tanzania in which an 
association between anger, 
aggression, and AR genotype was 
found among 138 adult men. 


Rapists Murderer Controls 


Fig. 2 Comparison of the distribution of the CAG repeats below 
average (<21), average (21) and above average (>21) among criminals 
and controls, taking 21 repeats as the average repeat size 
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Table 2 Association between the AK GGC 16 versus Non-16 


Repeat Polymorphism and Variables Relevant to the Belsky b 
Hypothesis Q 9 
[s] o o 
Trait p o o 
In males (substance abuse sample) 9 - " 
Sexual compulsivity 02° i ] 
Lifetime number of sex partners 044 o © 
In females (health promotion sample) o | 
Biological parents divorced .0030° o 
Biological father absence (1-7 years 00684 o o | 
Age of menarche .0220* á | 
16 | o o 
[ o o 
14 } o 
| Ó | 
12 + 
re] 
10 - "-— — M m à " ——— 
14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 3 


AR CAG Repeat Number 


Commings et al. (2003) found an association between AR genotype and the 
probability that a person' s parents were divorced and that their father was present in 
the first 7 years of life. They also found the expected correlations between AR 
genotype and aggression, but, possibly due to small sample size, they were not 
statistically significant 


Similarly, Pichard et al. (2007) found that AR genotype predicted anti-social 
personality in a sample of 1,007 men 

Hurd et al. (2010) found a significant correlation between AR genotype an anger and 
physical aggression, and insignificant but positive relationships with verbal aggression 
and hostility in a sample of 188 men. 

Jonsson et al. (2001) found non- significant relationships with aggression and 
impulsivity in a sample of 335 Swedes. 

Cheng et al. (2006) study found that violent criminals were more likely than controls 
to have short CAG repeats. However, the difference in means, while in the expected 
direction, was not statistically significant. 
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Table 1 Distribution of the androgen receptor gene 
trinucleotide CAG repeat leneth for male violent- 
criminal and male control subjects. 


CAG repeat length, n (X) 
*H"— 3 — — 


Violent-criminal — 11 (7.5 135 (92.5) 0.047 . -— ; 
(n— 146) vm Jis: What we see in this literature then is a 


Controls (n—108) — 2 (1.9) 106 (98.1) mix of positive and significant effects and 
T positive and insignificant effects for the 
relationship between shorter AR genes and aggression/crime. This distribution of 
effect sizes strongly suggests that the true mean effect is real and positive. On a 
theoretical level, this finding makes a great deal of sense in light of the role of 
testosterone in aggression and crime and what we know about the function of the AR 
gene. 


Four separate studies have shown that low repeat alleles of the AR gene are more 
common among Blacks than among Whites (Irvine et al 1995, Wang et al. 

2013, Bennet et al. 2002, and Shibalev et al. 2013). Given this, it is highly likely that 
low repeat AR alleles increase Black crime rates by increasing the impact of 
testosterone. Due to testosterone' s impact on sexuality, these same mechanisms may 
also explain why Blacks have such high rate of single parenthood. This is especially 
likely in light of the fact that, as seen above, low repeat AR alleles predict family 
structure. 


PERSONALITY AND STRESS 
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In this 
article, I am 
going to 
look at 
some of the 
personality 
differences 
between 
Blacks and 
Whites 
which likely 
predispose 
Blacks to 
have a 
higher 
crime rate. 


In particular, I am going to look at racial differences in impulsivity, aggression, stress, 


and psychopathy. 


Racial differences in self-control 


Firstly, Blacks are more impulsive than Whites are. Self—control is experimentally 
measured by having people choose between a reward they can get now and a larger 
reward they can get later. People who choose to receive a larger reward later have a 


greater ability to delay gratification and, so, more self-control. 


Such studies have shown that low self-control predicts criminality and poverty even 
after controlling for IQ and parental socio-economic status (Moffitt et al. 2010). 
Moreover, racial differences in self—-control have been shown to exist across many 
studies. Said differences exist around the world, in children and adults, and cannot be 
explained by racial differences in socio-economic status (Last, 2016). These 
differences likely contribute to racial differences in crime, poverty, and non- marital 


birth rates. 


Racial Differences in Aggression 


The personality trait most obviously associated with crime is aggression. There are 
several lines of evidence suggesting that Blacks are more aggressive than Whites. 


First, Blacks are more likely than Whites to get into fights at school. 


Secondly, Blacks are more likely than Whites to bully people at school (Wang, 2013). 
Thirdly, the more violent a crime is the more heavily African Americans tend to be 


overrepresented in it. 


Thus, there is good reason to think that Blacks are more aggressive than Whites are. 


Psychopathic Personality 


Blacks also score higher than Whites on measures of psychopathic personality. Lynn 


(2002) described a common measure of psychopathic personality, the Psychopathic 


Deviate Scale: 


“this was constructed by writing a number of questions, giving them to 
criterion groups of those manifesting psychopathic behaviour and 
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African American Representation in Arrests and the General 


1995-2014 gh 12 Who Reporte: 

60% ist Year, by Race an 

13 
50% 

50% 

40% 39% 

30% 29% 

0 [| . T i 
Total White, non- Hispanic Black, non-Hispanic 


“Fetimates ronarted here only incliide resnondente who «elected nne race cateanrv 


normal and selecting for the scale the questions pest 

differentiating the two groups. The criterion group manifesting 
psychopathic behaviour consisted of 17 - 24-year olds appearing before 
the courts and referred for psychiatric examination because of their 

‘ ‘long histories of delinquent type behaviours such as stealing, lying, 
alcohol abuse, promiscuity, forgery and truancy’ ’ (archer, 1997, p. 
20). the common feature of this group bas been descriped as tete 
failure to ' ‘learn those anticipatory anxieties which operate to deter 
most people from committing anti Social behaviour’ ' (Marks, Seeman, 
& Haller, 1974, p. 25). The manual describes those scoring high on the 
scale as follows: irresponsible, antisocial, aggressive, having recurrent 
marital and work problems, and underachieving (Hathaway & Mckinley, 
1989). A number of subsequent studies have shown that the 
psychopathic deviate scale differentiates delinquents and criminals from 
nondelinquents and non criminals (e.g. Elion & Megargee, 1975).” 


Lynn then reviewed 5 studies comparing racial groups on this measure. In White, 
Asian, and African countries it was found that Blacks scored higher than average in 
psychopathic personality: 
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FVSyCHOpani GCVIHIHC SEWE OF IMNE NIME' I (a) 


No. Location Test Blacks E. Asians Hispanics N. Americans Whites Reference 
l USA MMPI 0.29 -0.31 0.00 044 0.00 Dahistrom et al., 1986 
2 USA MMPI-2 0.48 =(.18 0.70 0.74 0.00 Hathaway & McKinley, 1989 
3 Japan MMPI-2 -0.36 Japanese MMPI, 1993 
4 Nigena — MMPI-2 0.50 Nzewi, 1998 
5 USA MMPI-A 0.33 0.36 0.00 Archer, 1997 
6 Mean 0.40 —1).28 0.35 0.59 0.00 
Lynn (2002) 


Two later meta-analyses on Black/White differences in psychopathic personality came 
to the conclusion that Blacks did have higher levels of psychopathy than Whites but 
that this difference, while statistically significant, was not large enough to be 
practically significant (Skeem et al., 2004; McCoy and Edens, 2006). However, whether 
or not this difference is practically significant on its own tells us nothing about whether 
or not it is one among the many factors which contribute to racial crime disparities. 


Furthermore, all the samples used in these meta- analyses were either clinical or 
correctional in nature. Because of this, the reported mean differences in these studies 
may be significantly less than what would be found were the sample taken from the 
general population. 

Racial Differences in Stress and Anxiety 

Another feature shared by both Blacks and criminals is low levels of stress. 
Criminologists have explained the association between low levels of stress and 

crime by positing that many people would be deterred from committing a crime even if 
they wanted to by the level of anxiety, stress, and nervousness, that attempting to 
commit said crime would cause, which is why having a less active stress response 
would predispose people towards criminality. 


Having a slow heart beat and a low level of cortisol are both biological markers of this 
phenomenon which have been independently linked to criminality and shown to be 
more common among Blacks than among Whites. (Aggarwal, 2013; Easton, 2000; 
“Race and Stress “; Murray et al., 2016; Higginbotham et al., 1991; Gillum, 1988). 
Blacks also self-report generally having lower levels of stress than White people do. 


Hormone (ng/dl) Male Female White Black Hispanic 
Epinephrine 156.66 97.4 107.44 159.57 113.87 

Norepinephrine 2830.18 2073.89 2157.9 2921.6 2261.87 
Cortisol 1099.79 904.43 1101.61 963.09 1062.74 


Masi et al. (2004) 


Conclusion 

Too often, we talk about the "ultimate" causes of racial crime disparities without 
noticing the personality differences which mediate the relationship between things like 
poverty, family structure, genes, etc., and crime. Looking at these differences is 
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important both because it can give us clues as to what the ultimate causes of racial 
crime disparities are and because part of why crime disparities are important in the 
first place is that they tend to be accompanied by personality disparities as well. 


THE BLACK-WHITE CRIME GAP ACROSS NATIONS, TIME, AND AGE GROUPS 


This article’ s purpose is to act as a storage place for data showing the relative crime 
rates of Blacks around the world, at different ages, and at different times. 


'The United States 
In the United States, Blacks account for a disproportionately high number of criminals. 


African American Representation in Arrests and the General Population 
1995-2014 


50% 


28% 


20% - 


13% 


Murder Arrests Violent Crime Arrests Property Crime Arrests All Arrests General Populatic 
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This has always been the case, but the degree of disproportionateness has fluctuated 
over time: 


Atrican Americans as a Percent of State/Federal Prisoners and the Gene: ©0Urces can be 


Decade % of State and Federal Prisoners % of General Populat found in 
- + 1 " 
1920's 2196 9.995 this excel sheet . lsh 
| L . Racial differences 
D o, 0, s * 
1930's | 24% | 9.7% in misconduct are 
1940's 30% 9.8% known to start 
1950's 30% 10% early. For 
T instance, one 
1960's 33% 10.8% 
4 report from the 
5, os 6, 
1970's | 38% | 11% US Department of 
1980's 44% 11.7% Education found 
1990's 50% [12.196 that Black pre— 


+ schoolers are 3.6 
times more likely to be suspended than white pre—schoolers and Black students are 
2.3 times more likely than white students to be referred to law enforcement or 
arrested as a result of a school incident. 

Another report, by an organization called the Civil Rights Data Collection, found that 
Black girls account for 20% of all female pre—schoolers and 54% of female pre— 
schoolers, who are suspended more than once. Black preschool children as a whole 
were found to be 3.6 times more likely than Whites to be suspended. Looking at all 
grades, Blacks were roughly 4 times as likely as Whites to be suspended and twice as 
likely to be expelled. 

In 2012, a department of education analysis of over 75,000 schools found that blacks 
made up 18% of the student population, but 35% of those to be suspended once, 45% 
of those to be suspended more than once, and 39% of those who were expelled. 
Other studies have looked at why it is that Black children get in trouble more. For 
instance, one study found that the black-white suspension gap was completely 
accounted for by controlling for past behavioural problems suggesting that the gap is 
not due to racial bias. 

Another study looked at middle school suspensions and found that the racial gap in 
suspension rates persisted after SES was controlled for, and found that whites and 
blacks had the same chance of being suspended once they were sent to the office. This 
too suggests that these disparities are not due to bias. 

Finally, data from the US Department of Education shows that in 2011 and 2012 
black females accounted for 12% of elementary school suspensions while white girls 
only accounted for 296 of the suspensions. Researchers also found that darker skinned 
black girls are more likely to get in trouble that lighter skinned black girls. In 
particular, black girls with the darkest skin were three times as likely as black girls 
with the lightest skin to be suspended. Because skin colour is a proxy for White 
admixture, this finding would be predicted based on a hereditarian view of racial 
differences. 

Japan 

Blacks also have high crime rates in Japan. Data from Japan reveals the following: 


"Considering continents, the highest crime and offence rate is however 
held by the Africans (0.954%). 
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The Japanese crime rate is 0.340%, which is similar to the Asian average of 
0.314%, but about 10 times higher than that of Western countries, with 
Oceanians at 0.004445, Europeans at 0.042% and North Americans at 
0.029%.” 

England 

In England, government data (Table 5.03) shows that Blacks make up around 14% of 
criminals even though Blacks only account for around 3.5% of their population: 


LAVI 3.U2S. ULE prisumn PUPUIGUU!L quruimuitg ITUTeiIgri Nauna] Vy semn- 


identified ethnicity, England and Wales, as at 30 June, 2008 to 2012 


Self-identified ethnicity (numbers) 
Chinese Not Stated/ 


White Black Asian Mixed  orOther Unknown" Total 


2008 60,196 12,557 5,804 2,691 1,354 592 83,194 
2009? 60,770 12,017 6011 2.852 1,412 392 83,454 
2009? 60,718 12,099 6,040 2,846 1,448 240 83,391 
2010 61,229 11,639 6,042 2,995 1.202 1,895 85,002 
2011 61,899 11,126 6193 3,114 924 2,118 — 85,374 
2012 61,867 11,281 6,335 3,159 960 2.446 86,048 


Self-identified ethnicity (percentages) 
Chinese Not Stated/ 


White Black Asian Mixed  orOther Unknown “® Total 


2008 72.4% 15.1% 7.0% 3.2% 1.6% 0.7% 83,194 
2009? 728% 14496 7.2% 3.4% 1.7% 0.5% 83,454 
2009? 728% 14.596 7.296 3.496 1.796 0.3% 83,391 
2010 72.000 13.7% 7.1% 3.5% 1.4% 2.2% 85,002 
2011 72.5% 13.096 7.396 3.696 1.196 2.5% 85,374 
5n4? 71 aos 42 404 7 AOL 2 704 4 404 9 n0. AR NAQ 


Canada and Israel 

The following chart is from the Handbook of Crime Correlates, which is a gigantic 
book-length review of a huge number of correlates with crime. These are all the 
studies they could find on Black- White differences in violent crime rates: 
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TABLE 2.3.2a Black-White Comparisons of Official Violent Offenses. 


Nature of any difference 


Blacks more 


No signif. difference 


Whites more 


Offidally detected offenses 
Violent 


EUROPE Britain: Hood 1992:205 

MIDDLE EAST Jsrael: Landau & Drapkin 1968:11; Shoham 1970:336 

NORTH AMERICA Canada: Gartner 1995:206; United States: Stearns 1925; Brearley 1930; Bow 
1931:119; Brearley 1932; DePorte & Parkhurst 1935; Lottier 1938; Sutherland 1939:120; Harlan 1 
Vold 1952; Wolfgang 1958: 31; Bensing & Schroeder 1960:70; Wolfgang 1961; Sellin & Wolfga 
1964; Porkony 1965:480; Forslund 1966; A Henry & Short 1967:262; Langberg 1967; Wolfgang 
1967:18; Voss & Hepburn 1968; Lalli & Turner 1968; Voss & Hepburn 1968:501; Mulvihill & Ti 
1969; Boudouris 1970; Block 1975; Wolfgang 1975:33; Mumford et al. 1976; Block 1977; Coun 
Maner 1977; Lundsgaarde 1977; Shin et al. 1977; Dennis 1979:20; R Lane 1979:112 (19? centi 
R Parker & Smith 1979; Skogan 1979; Farley 1980; M Smith & Parker 1980; Gurr 1981:326 
(19^ & 20” centuries); Hindelang 1981:466; Tinklenberg & Ochberg 1981:123; Wolfgang & Wi 
1981; Messner 1982; Messner 1983 a; Messner 1983b; Poussaint 1983; Riedel 1984; Weiner & 
Wolfgang 1984:28; K Williams 1984; Bankston et al. 1985; Block 1985; Hawkins 1985; Sampson 1 
Centers for Disease Control 1986 (males, homicide); Farley 1986; Harvey 1986; Hawkins 1986; 
Kruttschnitt et al. 1986; O'Carroll & Mercy 1986; Shai & Rosenwaike 1988 (males, homicides); 
Christoffel 1990; Rose & McClain 1990; Hammett et al. 1992; M Harer & Steffensmeier 1992; Som 
& Baskin 1992:194; CR Block 1993:305; Wolfner & Gelles 1993; Zingraff et al. 1993:192; Dilul 
1994; Huizinga et al. 1994 (adolescents); Hutson et al. 1995:1035; La Free 1995; Massey 1995; Ha 
Steffensmeier 1996 (prison violence, males); La Free 1996; R Martinez 1996 (males, homicides); 
Singh & Yu 1996:562; Sorenson & Shen 1996:98; Hickey 1997 (serial killers); McKanna 1997:4: 
(19" century); JF Short 1997:8; Stanton et al. 1997:27; Bradshaw et al. 1998 (homicide; Verdug 
1998:113; Fingerhut et al. 1998; Martinez & Matthew 1998 (homicide); R Peterson & Krivo 199! 
Snyder 1999 (adolescents); Hawkins et al. 2000 (adolescents); Krivo & Peterson 2000 (homicide 
J Fox & Levin 2001; McNulty 2001; McNulty & Bellair 2003 (adolescents); A Walsh 2005 
OCEANIA Hawaii Blanchard & Blanchard 1983:167 


It is noteworthy that some of these studies are from Israel and Canada. It is also 
noteworthy that several of the US studies date back to the 19" century. 


The World 


'The following data is from the World Bank. It shows the rate of intentional homicide 
per 100,000 people by region. As can be seen, the areas with the highest murder 
rates, Africa and Latin America & the Caribbean, are also the places with the higher 


Black populations. 
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Region 


European Union 


Central Europe and the 
Baltics 


East Asia and the Pacific 


North America 


RACIAL DIVERSITY 


OVERVIEW AND INTRODUCTION 


It is often said that ethnic diversity is a strength. This article will review the fact that a 
large body of empirical research on social functioning, the economy, government, 
schools, and relationships, points to the opposite conclusion. 
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Social Functioning 

First of all, there is a wealth of literature showing that people tend to get along better 
when they are alike rather than different. Research has repeatedly found that friends 
and spouses are more similar, in just about every way imaginable, than average 
(Bryne, 1971; Myers, 2008 pg. 399). Moreover, the more similar spouses are the 
more satisfied they tend to be with their marriage and the less likely they are to get a 
divorce (Luo and Klohen, 2005; Bryne, 1971; Caspi and Herberner, 1990). 
Experimental evidence backs up this data too. In these studies, researchers measure 
various traits of individuals before they meet and then see whether pre—meeting 
similarity predicts who ends up liking who. The finding, repeated over dozens of 
studies, is that the more similar people are the more they end up liking each 

other (Bryne, 1971; Newcomb, 1961; Lee, 1996; Myers, 2008 pg. 400). 

This may be why, as is shown in numerous lines of evidence, people prefer the 
company of their own race. For instance, Ingraham (2014) reported on a study done 
by the Public Religion Institute which found the following: 

Similarly, according to a report by Pew: 


t The average white American has... 


LLLELLLLLELEELELLELLELELLLLLLLLL o1 wne riens 


L j t t i "it 


1 1 1 1 1 3 
black Latino Asian mixed race other race friends of 
friend friend friend friend friend unknown race 


| The average black American has... 


tiim d 
LELLELLLELDLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLLULLLULLLLLLLI 83 black friends 
" tt iit i it 


8 2 0 3 1 4 
white Latino Asian mixed race other race friends of 
friends friends friends friends friend unknown race 


"Among adults who are white with no other race in their background, fully 
81% say that all or most of their close friends are white. Among single — 
race blacks, 70% say that all or most of their close friends are black. And 
among single —race Asians, 54% say all or most of their close friends are 
Asian.” 

Furthermore, when people do succeed at forming friendships across racial lines, those 
friendships are far more likely to fail. One found that after controlling for sex, race, 
age, parental SES, family structure, immigration status, shared extracurricular 
activities, grade point averages, school attendance, drug abuse, friendship reciprocity, 
and friendship closeness, that interracial friendships were far more likely to fail 
relative to monoracial friendships (Rude and Herda, 2010). 
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The same pew report I referenced before also found that about 88% of new marriages 
in America are to members of the same race. 


People' s racial preferences don' t stop at these close relationships either. Studies 
also show significant racial segregation in terms of the neighbourhoods people live in 
and the churches they attend (Pew, 2014; Lipka, 2014). In fact, race is a better 
predictor than income is of where people choose to live (Ross, 2011). 

Given all this, it should come as no surprise that there is a body of research showing 
that racial diversity destroys social harmony. The most well-known study in this 
literature is Putnam (2007). Putnam, a Harvard political scientist, analysed a set of 
over 40 regions across the united states and looked at how ethnic diversity related to 
various measures of “social capital” . He held regional differences in age, poverty, 
crime, and other variables, constant and found that the more ethnically diverse a region 
was the lower its level of social capital was. In particular, Putnam found that the more 
diverse a community was the less trust residents reported having in their neighbours, 
the less people trusted local government and media, the less people voted, the less 
people gave to charity, the less people worked on community projects, and the fewer 
friends people had. Perhaps most strikingly, people in diverse communities were less 
happy overall and less satisfied with their lives. 

Laurence and Bentley (2015) replicated Putnam' s findings in England and, utilizing 
data on an 18—year period, found that the more diverse a neighbourhood became the 
less people reported liking their neighbourhood and engaging with their neighbours. 
Similar, Lancee and Drunkers (2008) looked at social capital and ethnic diversity 
within the Netherlands. They utilized data from a Danish survey which asked questions 
about how much people trusted their neighbours. After controlling for differences in 
gender, educational attainment, marital status, and income, the study found that the 
more ethnically diverse a person’ s postal code was the less trust they had in their 
neighbours. 

The negative relationship between ethnic diversity and social cohesion has also been 
demonstrated in various “micro contexts” . For instance, Martinez and Doughtery 
(2013) looked at 75,000 people across nearly 400 church congregations and found that 
being a member of the dominant racial group of the congregation predicted a greater 
sense of belonging in the church, having more friends in the church, and participating in 
more church activities. 

Similarly, Montoya and Briggs (2013) found that people reported having a better 
experience in firms when the customer service representative they dealt with was a 
member of their own race. Finally, Dinesen and Sonderskov (2015) found that ethnic 
diversity within an 80 meter radius of a person’ s home was related to less social 
trust. 

The negative relationship between diversity and trust has also been established in lab 
experiments. Glaeser et al (2000) had participants (White and Asian Harvard 
students) play an economic “game” in which one person sent another person a sum 
of money of their choosing. That money they sent was then doubled money and the 
receiver had a chance to send some money back to the person who gave them the 
initial sum of money. This is a very basic measure of altruism, fairness, and 
trustworthiness. The researchers found that the receivers sent back far less money 
when they were paired with someone of another race. In fact, over 90% of the cases in 
which no money was sent back took place with racial diverse pairs of people. 

The Economy 
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Ethnic diversity also has a negative relationship with economic success. In general, the 
richer a nation is the less ethnically diverse it tends to be. 


Etnnic Diversity and National Wealth 


2016A) 
Diversity is also correlated with slow economic growth. This was the finding of Alesina 
et al. (2002) who found that ethnic diversity correlated at —.471 with economic 
growth between 1960 and 2000 in a sample of 119 countries. This association 
persisted when controlling for initial income, education, public debt, whether a nation 
was in sub-Saharan Africa, whether a nation was in Latin America, and other 
potentially confounding variables. The relationship’ s strength was such that going 
from perfect homogeneity to perfect heterogeneity was predicted to decrease a 
nation’ s growth rate by 1.9%. 
The same paper found that diverse nations tended to be more corrupt, have bigger 
government, be less friendly to business, and score worse on measures of adult 
literacy. 


Research on smaller levels of aggregation report the same finding. For instance, 
looking at US counties between 1970 and 2000, Alesina and Ferrara (2003) found 
that ethnic diversity is negatively associated with economic growth even after 
controlling for the initial size and wealth of the county in 1970. 

Finally, there is a significant body of economic research on group efficiency linking 
ethnic diversity to weak performance. Williams and O’ Reilly (1998) came to this 
conclusion in their review of the literature: 


“There is substantial evidence from both laboratory and field studies conducted over 
the past four decades that variations in group composition can have important effects 
on group functioning. These studies show that increased diversity, especially in terms 
of age, tenure, and ethnicity, typically have negative effects on social integration, 
communication, and conflict.” 


Government and Politics 
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Another unfortunate effect of racial diversity is that it sets the stage for political 
tribalism. People vote based on the interests of their ethnic group rather than the 
interests of the country at large. This likely plays a role in why Blacks and Hispanics 
in America are more likely than Whites to support higher taxes on the rich. Such taxes 
are largely a redistribution of money from the hands of White people into the hands of 
minorities. 

Blacks and Hispanics also support banning "hate speech' while most Whites do not. 
Given that hate speech laws are essentially laws against saying certain mean things 
about non- Whites, it is not hard to understand why racial groups would differ in their 
support for these policies. 


Support for banning hate speech 


70% 
YouGov 


(2015) 
Perhaps more 
surprisingly, 
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identified as 
conservative 
voted for 
Obama in both 
the 2008 and 2012 presidential election, as did Blacks and Hispanics who wanted a 
smaller government and who took conservative positions on social issues like abortion 
and homosexuality (Last, 2016B). They were voting based on tribe, not policy. 

This has had a profound effect on US politics. Though Whites do not vote in the block 
like manner than non- Whites do, they have consistently voted republican (sometimes 
by very narrow margins) in every election of the last 40 years. Every democrat 
elected in that time can be attributed to “diversity” , and the non- Whites who voted 
them in did so not just based on policy, but also, more fundamentally, based on tribe. 
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This is not how a democracy is supposed to work, but diversity makes it so. 


Racial Diversity and Education 

Ethnic diversity also has a strong negative effect on schools. For instance, one analysis 
of 3 million students over a 7 year period found that students had higher test scores 
when their teacher was of their own race (Egalite and Kisida, 2015). This was true 
even after controlling for poverty, past grades, and other variables. 

While that effect applies to all races, many aspects of diversity are especially bad for 
Whites. For instance, a report by the department of education looked at how the 
proportion of a school that is black predicted student performance on achievement 
tests given in the 4", 8", and 12", grades. The report found that, on average, both 
whites and blacks did worse in school the larger the school’ s black population was. 
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Furthermore, several studies have shown that minorities are more likely than Whites 
to bully kids at school and that they disproportionately target White kids as the victims 
of their bullying (Faris, 2006; Hanish and Guerra, 2000; Tippettt et al., 2013) 

On top of this, data from the US Department of Education reveals that Blacks and 


Hispanics are more likely than Whites to be involved in fights either on-campus or 
off-campus. Department of Education data also shows that as a school becomes more 
racially diverse: racial tensions increase, verbal abuse of teachers increases, 
classroom disorder increases, student disrespect for teachers increases, gang activity 
increases, the frequency of cult or extremist groups on campus increases, as does the 
number of serious violent incidents recorded on campus. 

'That violence increases with school diversity should be unsurprising given the role 
that minorities play in juvenile crime. For instance, data from the US Department of 
Justice shows that, as of 2014, Blacks ages 10-17 were twelve times more likely than 
Whites of the same age to be arrested for robbery, seven times more likely to be 
arrested for murder, four times more likely to be arrested for aggravated assault, three 
times more likely to be arrested for weapons violations, property crime, and theft, 2.4 
times more likely to be arrested for rape, 1.6 times more likely for vandalism, and 1.4 
times more likely to be arrested for abusing drugs. 

Given all this data, the following conclusions of a group of researchers who looked at 


the effects of diversity on school satisfaction and discrimination shouldn' t surprise 
us: 

"as the proportion of black students [in a school] rose, student satisfaction with 
their university experience dropped, as did their assessments of the quality of the 
educational environment and the work ethic of their peers. In addition, the higher 
the enrollment diversity, the more likely students were to say they personally 
experienced discrimination::: the same pattern of negative correlations between 
educational benefits and increased black enrollment also appeared in the responses 
of faculty and administrators." 

As if all this wasn’ t enough, perhaps most damningly, research has shown, that 
(regardless of race), attending a school with high concentrations of minorities 
significantly increases a student’ s probability of committing suicide (Faris, 2006). 


Diversity is not a strength in schools. Sometimes, it is a deadly weakness. 


Inter—racial Relationships 

Lastly, let’ s look at how racial diversity affects families. Some people assume that 
mixed race individuals must be superior because of "hybrid vigor" , a concept they 
probably learned about in high school biology. It is true that crossing evolutionary lines 
is sometimes evolutionary advantageous. However, “outbreeding depression” is 
also a basic concept in biology and describes the opposite phenomenon. Both are 
conceptually sound. To see what sort of people interracial families will tend to 
produce, we need to turn to empirical data. 

First, consider the results of Udry et al. (2003). This study looked at kids from 80 
schools between grades 7 and 12 and found that biracial kids were more likely than 
monoracial blacks, whites, and Asians, to smoke, drink, consider suicide, be in poor 
physical health, skip school, and be suspended. It also found that, compared to Asians 
and Whites, but not Blacks, they were more likely to have sex and repeat grades. 
These negative outcomes were found among mixed race children that were 
black/white, Asian/white, and Asian/black. 

Also consider these results from a study of biracial Asian Americans: 
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"A new study of Chinese—Caucasian, Filipino—Caucasian, Japanese — 
Caucasian and Vietnamese —Caucasian individuals concludes that biracial 
Asian Americans are twice as likely as monoracial Asian Americans to be 
diagnosed with a psychological disorder. Zane and his co-investigator, UC 
Davis psychology graduate student Lauren Berger, found that 34 percent of 
biracial individuals in a national survey had been diagnosed with a 
psychological disorder, such as anxiety, depression or substance abuse, 
versus 17 percent of monoracial individuals. The higher rate held up even 
after the researchers controlled for differences between the groups in age, 
gender and life stress, among other factors. The study included information 
from 125 biracial Asian Americans from across the U.S., including 55 
Filipino Caucasians 33 Chinese Caucasians 23 Japanese Caucasians and 
14 Vietnamese -Caucasians. The information was obtained from the 2002— 
2003 National Latino and Asian American Study, the largest nationally 
representative survey ever conducted of Asian Americans.” 

Similar findings have been replicated in other studies and psychologists have argued 
that they can be explained by the fact that mixed race individuals are likely to feel 


alienated from society due to having no racial group to fit into (McVeigh, 2014). 
Also, consider racial diversity 's impact on marital stability. Kreider (2000) found 


that, after controlling for whether or not couples cohabitated, whether the husband was 
previously married, whether they parents grew up in a two- parent come, whether or 
not they consider religion to be very important, and whether or not they are childless, 
interracial marriages were 40% more likely to end in divorce than same race 
marriages. 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, several lines of evidence point to the conclusion that racial diversity has 
a negative effect on social function, the economy, our government, our schools, and our 
families. Not all of these associations have been proven to be true causal relationships. 
However, given that so much evidence suggests that diversity negatively affects us in 
so many ways, the burden of proof should be shifted onto advocates of diversity to 
show that the increase in diversity that the left so often pushes won' t damage our 
society. Until they can show this, and so far they can' t, we should be sceptical of 
those telling us that “diversity is a strength” . 


NATIONAL CORRELATES OF DIVERSITY 


We are often told that ethnic diversity is a strength. Given this, we should expect that 
diverse countries are, in various ways, better than homogenous ones. Let' s take a 
look at how accurate this expectation is. 


To look at this question empirically, I used data on life expectancy, life satisfaction, 
and national wealth from the 2016 World Happiness Report and data on ethnic 
diversity from Alesina et al. (2003). Conceptually, ethnic diversity is defined as the 
probability that two people randomly selected from a nation will not be of the same 
ethnic group. 

As it turns out, the more ethnically diverse a nation is the less happy its population 
tends to be. Across 129 nations, the correlation between diversity and national life 
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satisfaction is —.40 which is a moderately strong negative correlation by conventional 


standards. 


t . Ethnically diverse nations also tend to be poorer. 
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EE s lower its life expectancy tends to be. Across 130 nations, 
z $a the correlation between diversity and life expectancy is 
—.66 which is a very strong negative correlation. (There was life expectancy data for 
one more country than there was for life satisfaction or wealth). 
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75 le Diverse nations tend to be less healthy, less happy, and 
a AE cy less wealthy, than homogenous ones. Of course, these are 
70 E — ^. just correlations, but correlations are evidence (though not 
proof) of a causal relation. Here is a brief account of one plausible hypothesis 


about why these variables are related which has supporting evidence from various 
studies: 


Experimental, longitudinal, and correlational, evidence shows that ethnic diversity 
damages how well people get along with one another. A person' s social life, in turn, is 
thought to be a key determinant of how happy they are. This may be why ethnic 
diversity negatively correlates with national life satisfaction. 

Experimental and correlational evidence also shows that group productivity is 
damaged by ethnic diversity. Correlational evidence further shows that distrust in 
others, which ethnic diversity creates, increases the degree to which people favour 
government control over the economy. These are both plausible mechanisms by which 
diversity might hamper national wealth. 


This decrease in national wealth could, in turn, also cause a further decrease in 
national life satisfaction. 


We don' t need to posit anything more to explain life expectancy. National poverty and 
unhappiness are not good for a person' s health, and this may explain why diversity 
negatively correlates with life expectancy. 


Advocates of diversity must argue that these correlations are in some way misleading 
and present a more compelling explanation for them than I have here in order to make 
a convincing case for allowing our nation (or your nation) to become more diverse. 


Of course, they won' t. Instead, they will try to silence rational debate with cries of 
racism. But facts don' t care if liberals call them racist, and the fact of the matter is 
that diversity looks a lot more like a national weakness than a national strength. 
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DIVERSITY AND SOCIAL COHESION 

SUMMARY: 

Research shows that people like those who are similar to them. Moreover, the 
more heritable a trait is the more important similarity in it is to friends and 
spouses. Thus, people enjoy the company of those who are genetically similar to 
them. This may explain why people to marry, befriend, and live near, members of 
their own race for more than randomness would predict. Moreover, a rich 
literature of correlational, longitudinal, and experimental, data shows that people 
get along better with members of their own race and that ethnic diversity damages 
social cohesion. 

People like People Who Are Similar to Them 

If you take a class in social psychology, one of the first things you will learn is that 
people like people who are similar to themselves. Similar people get along better, make 
better friends, and better marriage partners. This viewpoint is supported by two kinds 
of evidence: correlational and experimental. 


'The correlational evidence consists of the repeated finding that friends and spouses 
are more similar, in just about every way imaginable, than average (Bryne, 

1971; Myers, 2008 pg. 399). Moreover, the more similar spouses are the more 
satisfied they tend to be with their marriage and the less likely they are to get a 
divorce (Luo and Klohen, 2005; Bryne, 1971; Caspi and Herberner, 1990). 

The experimental evidence is pretty straightforward: researchers measure various 
traits of individuals before they meet and then see whether pre—meeting similarity 
predict who ends up liking who. The finding, repeated over dozens of studies, is 
that the more similar people are the more they end up liking each—other (Bryne, 
1971; Newcomb, 1961; Lee, 1996; Myers, 2008 pg. 400). 
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These findings contradict the idea that “opposites attract” , and that makes a lot of 
intuitive sense. If someone doesn' t like to do the same activities as you, doesn' t 
have the same sense of humour as you, etc., why wouldn' t you be less likely to like 
them? 


People Like People Who Are Genetically Similar to Them 

Perhaps less obvious than the fact that similarity breeds attraction is the role that 
genetics plays in this. Specifically, both friends and marriage partners are more 
genetically similar than average (Christakis and Fowler, 2013; Domingue et al, 
2014; Rushton 1989). Now, you might think that this is to be expected, since such 
friends and spouses are more phenotypically similar than average, and all phenotypes 
are partly heritable. But there is more to it than that: the more heritable a trait is, the 
more similar friends and spouses tend to be in it (Rushton 1989). Moreover, similarity 
in highly heritable traits is a better predictor of marital success than similarity in less 
heritable traits is (Russel and Wells 1991). Further still, if you ask someone to 
imagine a person who is similar to them in various ways, the more heritable the traits 
involved in the similarities are the more that person will predict that they will like the 
person they are imagining (Abraham 1993). 

People of the Same Race are More Similar Than Average 

So, people not only get along people with people who are similar to them, they 
especially get along better with people who are GENETICALLY similar to them. Now, 
let' s relate this to race: people of the same race are, on average, more genetically 
similar than people of different races are (Witherspoon et al, 2007). In fact, if you 
measure a large enough portion of the genome, the probability that a same race pair of 
people will be more genetically similar than a different race pair of people nears 100%. 
As is covered elsewhere on this site, the races also differ in terms of demographic 
variables, psychological variables, psychological variables, and political views. Given 
this, on average, members of the same race can be expected to be more similar than 
members of different races on just about any measure. 

Given these two facts, we might expect that people would tend to marry and befriend 


members of their own race and we' d be right: most marriages and friendships are 
between members of the same race. For instance, Ingraham (2014) reported on a 
study done by the Public Religion Institute which found the following: 
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Similarly, according to a report by Pew: 

Among adults who are white with no other race in their background, fully 81% say that 
all or most of their close friends are white. Among single-race blacks, 70% say that all 
or most of their close friends are black. And among single-race Asians, 54% say all or 
most of their close friends are Asian. 


The same report, which was based on census data, found that about 88% of new 
marriages in America are to members of the same race. 


People' s racial preferences don' t stop at these close relationships either. Studies 
also show significant racial segregation in terms of the neighbourhoods people live in 
and the churches they attend (Pew, 2014; Lipka, 2014). Moreover, preferences for 
members of one' s own race begin to appear in infancy (Kelly et al., 2005; Vogel et 
al, 2012). 

Ethnic Diversity Kills Social Cohesion 

So, people tend to get along with people who are a similar to them. Like co—ethnics. 
People typically befriend and marry co-ethnics, live near co—ethnics, and go to church 
with co—ethnics. And this preference for co-ethnics begins to form in the first few 
months of life. In other words, LEFT TO THEIR OWN DEVISES PEOPLE 
PRIMARILY ASSOCIATE WITH MEMBERS OF THEIR OWN RACE. Given this, it 
shouldn' t be surprising that a wealth of social science evidence shows that ethnic 
diversity hurts the degree to which people get along. 

The most well-known study in this literature is Putnam (2007). Putnam, a Harvard 
political scientist, analysed a set of over 40 regions across the united states and looked 
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at how ethnic diversity related to various measures of “social capital” . He built a 
regression model that held regional differences in age, poverty, crime, and other 
variables, constant and found that the more ethnically diverse a region was the lower 
its level of social capital was. In particular, Putnam found that the more diverse a 
community was the less trust residents reported having in their neighbours, the less 
people trusted local government and media, the less people voted, the less people gave 
to charity, the less people worked on community projects, and the fewer friends people 
had. Perhaps most strikingly, people in diverse communities were less happy overall 
and less satisfied with their lives. 

Laurence and Bentley (2015) replicated Putnam' s findings in England and, utilizing 
data on an 18—year period, found that the more diverse a neighbourhood became the 
less people reported liking their neighbourhood and engaging with their neighbours. 
Similar, Lancee and Drunkers (2008) looked at social capital and ethnic diversity 
within the Netherlands. They utilized data from a Danish survey which asked questions 


about how much people trusted their neighbours. After controlling for differences in 
gender, educational attainment, marital status, and income, the study found that the 
more ethnically diverse a person' s postal code was the less trust they had in their 
neighbours. 
To be fair, not all studies turn out this way. Meer and Tolsma (2014) meta- analysed 
90 previous papers and found that 50% of the studies carried out in the U.S. replicated 
Putnam’ s findings while 20% failed to do so. The remaining 30% were classified as 
having offered “mixed evidence” . By contrast, only 26% of studies in Europe 
replicated Putnam’ s findings while 15% failed to do so and the remaining 59% of 
studies offered mixed evidence. 
These replication rates aren' t great, but they are also easy to explain. First, many of 
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these studies measured ethnic diversity in a way that would call a half White half Black 
neighbourhood and a half British American half German American neighbourhood 
equally diverse. More specifically, ethnic diversity was often measured as the 
probability that two randomly selected two people from the same region would be of 
different ethnics groups were the list of possible ethnic groups included not 3—6 
“races” but, rather, 100+ ethnic groups. Thus, many of these studies looked at 
ethnic, rather than racial, diversity. This is problematic because ethnic groups are far 
more genetically (and phenotypically) similar than races are. The second problem with 
this meta—analysis is that many of the studies referenced controlled for the 
mechanisms by which ethnic diversity might damage social cohesion. For instance, 
many studies controlled for income inequality and crime. The results of such an 
analysis will be misleading because ethnic diversity might cause a decrease in social 
cohesion by causing an increase in crime and income inequality. Thus, many of these 
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studies controlled for the effects of diversity and then concluded that diversity had not 
effect. 


The worst of these are studies that actually controlled for racial diversity. For 
instance, Aizlewood and Pendakur (2005) and Andersen and Millligan (2011) both 
found that the proportion of a neighbourhood which is non-white negatively correlated 
with its level of social cohesion but that ethnic diversity had no, or a positive, impact 
on social cohesion, AFTER CONTROLLING FOR THE EFFECTS OF VARIATION IN 
THE SIZE OF THE POPULATION THAT ISN’ T WHITE! Several of these studies 
were counted as “failed replications” by Meet and Tolsma. 


Given the degree to which the deck was stacked against successful replications , the 
fact that less than 25% of studies clearly failed to replicate Putnam’ s finding should 
be seen as more impressive than it might at first seem. 


The negative relationship between ethnic diversity and social cohesion has also been 
demonstrated in various “micro contexts” . For instance, Martinez and Doughtery 
(2013) looked at 75,000 people across nearly 400 church congregations and found that 
being a member of the dominant racial group of the congregation predicted a greater 
sense of belonging in the church, having more friends in the church, and participating in 
more church activities. Similarly, Montoya and Briggs (2013) found that people 
reported having a better experience in firms when the customer service representative 
they dealt with was a member of their own race. Finally, Dinesen and Sonderskov 
(2015) found that ethnic diversity within an 80 meter radius of a person’ s home 
related to less social trust. 


Along with the correlational and longitudinal data already presented, the negative 
relationship between pro social behaviour and ethnic diversity has been demonstrated 
experimentally. For instance, Glaeser et al (2000) had participants play an economic 
“game” in which one person sent another person a sum of money of their choosing. 
That money was then doubled money they were sent, and the receiver had a chance to 
send some money back to the person who gave them the initial sum of money. This is a 
very basic measure of altruism, fairness, and trustworthiness. The researchers found 
that the receivers sent back far less money when they were paired with someone of 
another race. In fact, over 90% of the cases in which no money was sent back took 
place with racial diverse pairs of people. 
Studies on the benefits of diversity in work environments also show us that diversity 
makes people trust people less. This was the finding of Levine and Stark (2015) who 
argued that reason that people in diverse groups came up with better solutions to 
hypothetical problems in their studies was that they were less likely to trust/like one 
another and, so, less susceptible to group think and conformity. While this may be seen 
as a benefit to problem solving, it is also obviously socially detrimental. 
Conclusion 


In conclusion, the totality of evidence clearly shows that ethnic diversity damages how 
well people get along, how much they trust one another, and how satisfied they are 
with their lives. These findings should be kept in mind when thinking about any form of 
racial diversity, regardless of the races involved. 
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DIVERSITY IN SCHOOLS 


Elsewhere on this site, ethnic diversity’ s negative impact on social cohesion and 
economic progress has been discussed and documented. This article takes a look at 
how diversity impacts the quality of experience children have at school. 


School Performance and Cognitive Ability 


There are several lines of evidence which suggest that ethnic diversity has a negative 
impact on cognitive ability. 


First, research from the University of Dartmouth found that Whites did better on 
intelligence tests when their interviewer was White rather than Black. 

Secondly, an analysis of roughly 3 million students over a 7 year period found that 
students had higher test scores when their teacher was a member of their own race. 
This was true even after controlling for poverty, past grades, and other potentially 
confounding variables. 

'Thirdly, a 2015 analysis released by the US Department of Education indicates that 
the racial composition of a school’ s population has a significant impact on grades. The 
study examined 4", 8", and 12" graders and looked at how variation in the proportion 
of a school' s population which was Black predicted how well Black and White students 
did on standardized tests. The analysis found a negative relationship between student 
performance and the proportion of the school population which was Black. 
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White students who attend ethnically diverse schools are also at an elevated risk for 
experiencing aggressive, violent, and even criminal behaviour. 


Consider, for instance, the results of a study which examined over 5,000 kids from 
grades 6—8 from three neighbouring counties along the East Coast of the United 
States. The following are a list of the study’ s key findings. 
= Students in diverse schools are two times more likely to be bullied by someone 
of another race, than they are to make friends of a different race. 


= Blacks and Hispanics are MORE LIKELY than Whites to be bullies (a finding 
that has also been replicated in other studies). 


» Whites are more likely to be victimized by bullies than either Blacks or 
Hispanics. 


= Blacks are more likely to bully Whites, than Whites are to bully Blacks (and the 
same basic pattern is true for Whites and Hispanics). 


» When it comes to interracial bullying, Blacks are the worst offenders against 
Whites (followed by Hispanics). 


= Controlling for socioeconomic status, family conflict, neighbourhood disorder, 
low school achievement, depression, and regard for conventional authority, does 
virtually nothing to reduce the bullying offense gaps between Hispanics, Blacks, 
and Whites. 


* Bullying makes Blacks and Hispanics far more popular in school relative to the 
effect bully ^status has on the popularity of Whites. 


* School diversity increases the overall risk that any student will be bullied 
(regardless of their racial background). 
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= All “Culture only” theories put forward to explain racial differences in rates of 
bullying, fail to explain group differences between Blacks, Whites, and 
Hispanics. 


Another study examined students within fourteen primary schools in the Midwest. It 
found that White children who attended racially diverse schools were at a much higher 
risk of being victimized by bullies than children who attended predominantly White 
schools. '"?! 
On the other hand, the same study found that Black children were actually MORE likely 
to be victims of bullying in predominantly Black schools than they were to be similarly 
victimized in White schools. These findings persisted even after controlling for 
differences in poverty. 
Lastly, studies of bullying carried out in Britain have replicated the finding that non— 
Whites (with the exception of East Asians) are more likely than Whites to be bullies. 
'This research also found that the disproportionate rates of Black on White bullying in 
Britain were highly similar to those of the United States. ?! 

Class Room Behaviour 
A similar pattern of data exists with respect to class room behaviour. Data from the US 
Department of Education reveals that Blacks and Hispanics are more likely than Whites 
to be suspended from school, and that both groups are far more likely to be involved in 
fights either on—-campus or off-campus. Department of Education data also shows that 
as a school becomes more racially diverse: racial tensions increase, verbal abuse of 
teachers increases, classroom disorder increases, student disrespect for teacher 
increases, gang activity increases, the frequency of cult or extremist groups on 
campus increases, as does the number of serious violent incidents recorded on 
campus. 


Adolescent Crime 
'This evidence is also consistent with what we know about racial differences in 
adolescent criminality. For instance, data from the US Department of Justice shows 
that, as of 2014, Blacks ages 10-17 were twelve times more likely than Whites of the 
same age to be arrested for robbery, seven times more likely to be arrested for 
murder, four times more likely to be arrested for aggravated assault, three times more 
likely to be arrested for weapons violations, property crime, and theft, 2.4 times more 
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likely to be arrested for rape, 1.6 times more likely for vandalism, and 1.4 times more 
likely to be arrested for abusing drugs. 


Arrests per 100,000 juveniles ages 10-17, 1980-2014 
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Fortunately, the National Crime Victimization survey, a survey that precludes bias in 
the criminal justice system from influencing the validity of the results, does not suffer 
from this same defect. This data shows that there are staggering group differences 
when it comes to the issue of interracial crime. According to the NCVS, with respect 
to violent crime in 2013, Blacks were the attackers in 8546 of violent crimes involving 
Blacks and Whites (Whites were only 1596). The NCVS also found that Blacks were 
27 times more likely to commit a violent crime against a White person, than vice versa. 
Hispanics, (on the other hand) were about 8 times more likely to commit a violent 
crime against a White person than the other way around. 


'Thus, White students will be more likely to experience bullying, disruptive classroom 
behaviour, violence, and crime, the more Black and Hispanic students attend their 
school. 


Diversity and Social Cohesion in General 


It is a well-established fact that ethnic diversity impairs people’ s ability to get along 
with one another. This has been shown using correlational, longitudinal, and 
experimental research designs. 


The Harvard political scientist Robert Putnam divided the United States into 40 
separate regions and found that the more diverse a region was the less likely people 
were to trust one another, the fewer friends people had, and the less satisfied people 
reported being with there lives. These relationships persisted, even when Putnam 
controlled for: age, gender, race, , poverty, residential mobility, citizenship, language, 
commute time, education, homeownership, financial satisfaction, work hours, population 
density, income inequality, and crime rates. 

More recently, this data has been backed up by a study that looked at changes in 
diversity in areas of England over an 18—year period. This research found that 
residents of areas which became more diverse over time ended up liking their 
neighbourhoods less when compared to residents whose neighbourhoods did not 
become more diverse over time. 
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Moreover, Putnam' s data is consistent with experimental evidence measuring trust 


between people by allowing them to give each other sums of money which are then 
doubled in the hopes that the person they gave their money to will give them back a 
fair share of the profit. 
That diversity inhibits social cohesion is also evidenced by who people voluntarily 
choose to associate with. Several lines of research show that members of every race 
are far more likely to make friends among members of their own group than they are 
to make friends with a different racial background. People are also more likely to form 
close social networks with people of their own race than with people of other races. 
Furthermore, when people do succeed at forming friendships across racial lines, those 
friendships are far more likely to fail. One study analysed the results of a nationally 
representative sample, of over 5,400 high school students from 80 communities within 
the US. They found that after controlling for sex, race, age, parental SES, family 
structure, immigration status, shared extracurricular activities, grade point averages, 
school attendance, drug abuse, friendship reciprocity, and friendship closeness, that 
interracial friendships were far more likely to fail relative to monoracial friendships. 
What' s more, across the various analyses the authors used to predict friendship 
stability, racial dissimilarity was usually biggest predictor of friendship instability (one 
that also remained robust in spite of a wide variety of controls). 

Diversity and Social Cohesion in Schools 
Given this, we should not be surprised that research on ethnic diversity in schools 
finds that diversity damages student’ s social lives. For instance, a group of 
researchers led by Stanley Rothman carefully looked at the effects of diversity on 
school satisfaction and discrimination and concluded: 

"As the proportion of Black students [in a school] rose, student 
satisfaction with their university experience dropped, as did their 
assessments of the quality of the educational environment and the work 
ethic of their peers. In addition, the higher the enrollment diversity, the 
more likely students were to say they personally experienced 
discrimination: The same pattern of negative correlations between 
educational benefits and increased Black enrollment also appeared in the 
responses of faculty and administrators.” 

Proponents of school diversity often assert that diversity helps black students feel 
more comfortable with their school environment, yet researchers found “DIVERSITY 
APPEARS TO INCREASE COMPLAINTS OF UNFAIR TREATMENT AMONG 
WHITE STUDENTS WITHOUT REDUCING THEM AMONG BLACK STUDENTS.” 
It’ s also worth noting that forced integration has a terrible track record of 
encouraging school children to form interracial friendships. A lengthy study that looked 
at the effects of desegregation on interracial friendships in Riverside California 
concluded: 

"after five years of desegregation, and, after most of the fourth to 
sixth—graders had been desegregated from the beginning of their 
schooling, minority children were less likely to be chosen as friends by 
whites than at the beginning of desegregation.” 

Finally, one study found that (regardless of race), attending a school with high 
concentrations of minorities increases a student’ s suicide risk significantly. Since 
Whites are already at risk for suicide relative to other groups, this suggests that 
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sending White kids to diverse schools will dramatically increase their relative risk for 
suicide. 

Conclusion 
In conclusion, the relevant empirical evidence indicates that ethnic diversity in schools 
has negative effects on cognitive ability and social cohesion, and, especially for White 
students, elevates children’ s risk of being bullied, having a chaotic school 
environment, and experiencing violent crime. 


DIVERSITY AND THE ECONOMY 
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This article will examine the link between ethnic diversity and economic success at the 
national, local, and group level. As will be seen, though not definitive, evidence at each 
level of aggregation suggests that ethnic diversity has a negative impact on economic 
prosperity. Before turning to the empirical evidence, let’ s take a moment to see why, 
theoretically, ethnic diversity might be good, or bad, for the economy. 


Ethnic diversity might be bad for the economy because it may cause people to work 
less well together. In—- group and out-group preferences may also cause decisions 
within firms to be based on tribalism rather than meritocracy. Further still, ethnic 
differences can lead to political tribalism which reduces the efficiency of government. 
On the other hand, ethnic diversity may improve the economy by introducing a greater 
variety of skills and abilities. Either possibility is conceptually plausible. To decide 
between them, we must turn to empirical evidence. 


Before doing so, two things are worth noting. First, when looking at national data sets 
it is not clear that statistical significance should be given the same weight it generally 
is in statistical research. The statistical significance of a result is supposed to tell us 
the probability of finding an association as strong as the one we found in our sample, 
due to random sampling error, when there is no association in the total population. In 
general, it may be true that a given effect size is small enough to be produced by 
chance in a sample size of only, say, 150. However, when this is a sample of 150 
nations the sample includes nearly every nation on earth and, therefore nearly the 
entire population. Almost any association found in a sample of 150 nations is surely not 
due to sampling error. Given this, I don’ t think we should be particularly troubled 
when national regression results come up as non- significant. Instead, their practical 
significance should be what concerns us. 


Secondly, a quick word about how ethnic diversity is measured is warranted. Ethnic 
diversity is conceptualized as the probability that two randomly selected people from a 
population will be of different ethnicities. Unfortunately, this measure does not account 
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for how different a given pair of ethnicities are. In other words, this measure will often 
count an area which is half British and half Somalian and an area which half German 
and half Austrian 1s as equally diverse. Worse still, because this data is based largely 
on government data and every government census does not count the same ethnicities. 
'There is variation in which groups are counted as ethnicities across countries. 


Some people might imagine that this makes current measures of ethnic diversity 
useless, but this is wrong. Because there is no reason to suspect that these flaws will 
tend to be worse in more or less wealthy societies, they introduce variation in the 
diversity metric which is not related to our outcome variables (economic progress) or 
what we would like to measure (meaningful ethnic diversity). That is, it introduces 
random error. Random error inevitably does one and only one thing: it biases 
associations towards zero and so makes associations weaker (though it does not 
change their direction). The high level of random error present in current 
measurements of ethnic diversity gives us yet another reason to be sceptical of the 
statistical significance of results given that significance is partly a function of effect 
size. 


With all that said, let' s look at the empirical evidence. Studies have consistently 
shown a negative link between economic success at the national level and ethnic 
diversity. Poorer nations tend to be more diverse. 


Etnnic Diversity and National Wealtn 


2016) 
Moreover, diverse nations tend to have economies which grow more slowly than 
homogenous nations. This was the finding of Alesina et al. (2002) who found that 
ethnic diversity correlated at —.471 with economic growth between 1960 and 2000 in 
a sample of 119 countries. This association persisted when controlling for initial 
income, education, public debt, whether a nation was in sub-Saharan Africa, whether a 
nation was in Latin America, and other potentially confounding variables. The 
relationship’ s strength was such that going from perfect homogeneity to perfect 
heterogeneity was predicted to decrease a nation’ s growth rate by 1.9%. 
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Diversity was also found to have a negative association with business climate (not 
statistically significant, NS), tax compliance (NS), education rates, indexes of 
democracy and political rights, and overall government quality, and to have a positive 
association with corruption (NS), size of government (NS), and illiteracy rates. 
Controls in these analyses include population size, dummy variables for regionality 
(Sub Saharan Africa, East Asia, Latin America) the origin of the legal system 
(Socialist, French, German, or Scandinavian), latitude, and the prevalence of Islam and 
Catholicism. 


Easterly (2001) found that institutional quality interacts with diversity’ s effect on 
economic growth. His measurement of institutional quality includes the following: “(A) 
freedom from government repudiation of contracts, (B) freedom from expropriation, 
(C) rule of law, and (D) bureaucratic quality into an overall index of institutional 
quality." Itis highly correlated with other measures of corruption and quality of 
business environment. Easterly showed that diversity more strongly predicted low 
economic growth the poorer a nation’ s institutions were. In fact, in Easterly’ s model 
diversity had no significant effect on growth at the maximum possible value of 
institutional quality. Interpreting this data is complicated by the fact that, as just 
reviewed, ethnic diversity likely has a negative effect on institutional quality itself. 
Substantial research has also been done at a more localized level. Looking at US 
counties between 1970 and 2000, Alesina and Ferrara (2003) found that ethnic 
diversity is negatively associated with economic growth even after controlling for the 
size and wealth of the county in 1970. Alesina and Ferrara also provided two reviews 
of other important studies in this literature which I think are worth quoting at length: 


“An explicit focus on ethnic heterogeneity and economic performance is in 
the stud by La Ferrara (2002b). She uses an original dataset on production 
cooperatives in the informal settlements of Nairobi and has information on 
all members of the surveyed groups, which allows to construct exact 
measures of group composition in terms of income, education, age and 
ethnicity. She finds that ethnicity matters for gaining access to group 
resources, especially in the form of cheap loans: members who share the 
same ethnicity as the chairperson are 20 to 25 percentage points more 
likely to borrow from the group or from other members. Ethnic 
heterogeneity also seems to influence the organization of production: 
members of more ethnically heterogeneous groups are less likely to 
specialize in different tasks and more likely to all do the same job. Also, 
ethnically fragmented groups more often adopt remuneration schemes in 
which every worker gets the same fixed amount, rather than being paid on 
the basis of the amount of work put in. These choices on division of labour 
and wage structure may be due to the relative difficulty of reaching 
consensus on “unequal” task allocations and remuneration schemes in 
ethnically heterogeneous groups": 


A recent application to lending groups is provided by Karlan (2003). He 
uses data on members of a Peruvian micro finance organization and exploits 
the random Selection of people into groups to estimate the effect of group 
composition on repayment performance. He finds that members of more 
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“homogeneous” groups, both in terms of geographical proximity and of 
cultural affiliation, are more likely to save and to repay their loans." 
Thus, research on more local levels of aggregation than nations are consistent with the 
national data in indicating that ethnic diversity damages a community’ s economic 
performance. 


Finally, there are studies, often experiments, which look at how well small groups 


perform. Hulsheger and Anderson (2009) meta- analysed 8 studies and found 
background diversity correlated at —.133 (95% CI: —.318:+.052) with innovation. 
Williams and O' Reilly (1998) came to this conclusion in their review of the 
literature: 

“There is substantial evidence from both laboratory and field studies 


conducted over the past four decades that variations in group composition 
can have important effects on group functioning. These studies show that 
increased diversity, especially in terms of age, tenure, and ethnicity, 
typically have negative effects on social integration, communication, and 
conflict.” 

Thus, research done at the national, local, and group, level all suggest the same thing: 
diversity is bad for the economy. While causality cannot be completely proven, the 
impressive list of confounding variables included in the longitudinal national research 
and the experimental nature of the group level research, are about as good as we can 
ask for in social science. Some of the effect sizes in this literature are small but, as I 
pointed out before, the measurement of ethnic diversity typically used has a lot of 
random error. At the very least, this evidence shows that the burden of proof is on the 
advocate for ethnic diversity to show that it does not harm the economy. 


DIVERSITY AND INNOVATION 
This theory is still tentative. 


It started off with a question: which country will have more innovation - a country 
with 10 million white people and 10 million black people, OR a country with just 10 
million white people and zero black people? 
Before reading, this post assumes a lot of things about race, IQ and colonialism that the 
reader may not agree with, and will be making “objections” at the implicit 
assumptions. If you don' t agree with the implicit assumptions, take it up on the 
relevant posts where we argue for those priors explicitly. OR - alternatively, you can 
observe some arguments being made based on priors you don' t necessarily agree 
with just to see where it leads. 

Patents for South Africa vs. Parent and Analogous Countries 
The first apples-to- apples comparison that came to my mind was South Africa vs. 
Australia and New Zealand. Okay, so how do we measure “innovation” ? Sadly, it sa 
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bit of a nebulous concept, and unlike "intelligence" , there isn' t some valid and 
reliable way to measure it. But we can look at the number of international patents 
filed in various countries. Obviously this treats all patents as equally important, and 
so if there is some major variation in the importance of the average patent each 
country files, then this method would be flawed. 


But with all these caveats, I compared South Africa to Australia, New Zealand, Canada, 
the UK and Holland (Boers being Dutch ancestry), looking at the size of their white 
populations and the number of patents filed. 


Number of Patents Per 1k Whites in South Africa, Parent Ethnicity Countries of South 
Africa and other UK Offshoots 
White populations are inferred from 


Country White Patents in looki ; h ey 
Population 2013 anes Sac coun ry = : 
demographics page in Wikipedia. 
pA 4.602 million 638 And so, we can see that the number of 


patents filed by the country South 

Africa is roughly, if not slightly lower 
Australia 22.539 million 3061 than, what you would expect from a 
white country with 4.6 million people 
and nobody else. You might say, “well 
the UK has Indian, Pakistani, Chinese 
and Afro—Caribbean populations, and 
they will invent things, so it’ s unfair 
to assign what they might be inventing to the white British" . 


New Zealand 3.309 million 1614 


Fair enough, so I just multiplied the patents per 1k whites by the white population. For 
the UK, that meant multiplying 0.275 by 0.848 (the percent of the UK that is white), 
and so if non— whites in the UK filed proportionately as many patents as whites in the 
UK (which is probably pretty close to true based on the IQ data), we would expect the 
UK whites to be filing 0.233 patents per 1k of the white population. 


This same process was done with the other countries. It’ s hard to say what’ s 
happening. What I think is happening is that blacks in South Africa are innovating 
slightly, but they suppress white innovation as well, and these factors balance out to 
result in about as much innovation per white person as white Australians, and also 
close to white Canadians. 


Patents for Latin America and Iberia 


Another set of countries to do this with would be Latin America and Iberia (Spain and 
Portugal). Because the European ancestry of Latin American countries comes from 
Iberia, we can see if the presence of Amerindian and African genetic admixture is 
associated with more or less innovation PER WHITE CAPITA. Le. - is it better to 
have 20 million whites and 20 million Amerindians, or to have 20 million whites and 
zero blacks? 


The reason I am using these countries is because I wanted to just compare the 5 most 
populous Latin American countries, but Chile is also included because I found a paper 
n geneti mixtur im f Brazil, Mexi lumbia, Peru and Chile: 
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Patents Per 1k Whites (as Proportion of Genetic Admixture of the Total Population) in 
Latin American and Parent Ethnicity Countries of Iberia 


And then I looked at them to 
number of patents per 1k 
whites and the percentage 


Mexico 1210 


Argentina 41.45 
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Patents per 1k whites vs. percent of white population in Latin A I also did the same thing 
R? = 0.407629169 excluding Iberia, and 


0.07 found a weak positive 
Patent Per 1k whites in JUST select Latin American c. COrrelation 
between the 

0.045 percent white a 
0.04 Latin American 
country is and the 
number of patents 
per 1k whites: 


tes 


0.035 


0.025 . : 
Obviously there s 


= C still a lot more 
0.015 m work to do on this 

before we start 
getting conclusive but let me put it this way: it’ s not immediately obvious that the 
presence of Amerindians, counted either as full persons or genetic admixture within a 
mixed population, has any benefit on innovation. 


Percent white 


And let me re-iterate what this means: this means that a country of 10 million whites 
and 10 million Amerindians is not going to be any more innovative than a country of 
just 10 million whites. Or at least that’ s what this very limited analysis points to. But 
we certainly can' t just leap to the conclusion that adding in Amerindians to a white 
population will simply add in their innovation with no other cost. 

Because let’ s say 1 million whites issue 100 patents, and 1 million Amerindians issue 
10 patents. A country of just those 1 million whites would have 100 patents, or 0.1 
patent per 1k whites. But, if there were also 1 million Amerindians, there would still be 
only 1 million whites, but 110 patents. Thus, the number of patents per 1k whites 
would be 0.11, thus there would be more innovation! But it seems like this is not 
happening. That there is a suppressive effect of Amerindian admixture on the white 
population, which roughly cancels out any additional innovation you get from having 
that Amerindian population (expressed either as purebred individuals and/or genetic 
admixture within a heavily mixed population). 


(I didn’ t do a multi—country analysis with African countries because African 
demographic data is 1. Really spotty and 2. The white populations in other African 
countries get so small that it yields ridiculous results. 

For example, Nigeria supposedly has about 50k whites and issued 50 patents in 
2013. The total population of Nigeria was 173.6 million in 2013. And so, the 
patents per 1k whites in Nigeria would be 1, higher than any country looked at 
here. But that’ s silly, because say you have a country with a billion blacks, and 1 
white guy, and this country had only one patent. This would be 1,000 patents per 
lk whites. And so, when you have very small numbers of whites in a country, it 
stops being meaningful in terms of figuring out if the presence of non—whites are 
overall helpful of harmful in terms of innovation, because at that point you' re 
mostly looking at non-white innovation and dividing it by the tiny number of 
whites. ) 

Now obviously I have not been looking at East Asians or high- Caste Indians really, 
except to the extent they make up part of the non-white population in the UK. 


Diversity and School Performance 
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Data from the NAEP shows that white students and black students in black schools do 
worse on standardized tests than when they are in majority white schools. It’ s hard to 
say why, but it seems that the presence of large numbers of blacks in a school 
depresses everyone' s cognitive performance, including the blacks. 

The saturation of a school with a low—IQ population, in this case blacks, appears to 
TwARF vue ''- cause lower cognitive ability as measured by standardized tests. 


500 This makes intuitive sense, as it seems like being around smart 
e people would train 
x you to think smart- like; but it could just be that smarter people avoid putting 
i their kids in 
schools that have a lot of blacks. 
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on their number of 
academic . competition winners and SAT scores, 
whites should Black student density category be 72% of the student body at 
elite universities. Based on their population of 18—year olds, they should be 5596 (just 
based on simple numbers). 

In practice, whites are about 44.35% of the students admitted to these universities. 
Similarly, Asians, who should be 24.0646 of the students at the top 20 Universities, are 
only 18.0996. 


Moreover, for any given SAT score, whites actually do slightly better - soit’ s not 
like blacks and Hispanics catch up and overcome whatever environmental disadvantage 
you imagine them to have had. The gap actually widens; so, a white with a given SAT 
score going in will probably do better. (This may be related to later physical 
development in whites that also applies to cognitive development; i.e. white brain 
development may continue longer than black brain development, resulting in a widening 
gap after age 18.) 


The result is that less intelligent blacks are being pushed into elite institutions at the 
expense of more intelligent whites. 


And so, if you want a job doing ground- breaking research, that becomes more difficult 
to do if you are white; the presence of blacks and Hispanics in the applicant pool makes 
it about 3896 less likely that you will even get into the elite institutions. Now almost 
certainly some affirmative action blacks and Hispanics, against the odds, do end up 
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doing ground-breaking research that’ s not actually the work of a white guy 
fraudulently assigned to them. 


But affirmative action provides a very plausible mechanism by which the presence of 
blacks and Hispanics can reduce the total amount of innovation in a country. 


Direct Wasted Resources 


The direct wasted resources involve things that can be well—quantified, and things that 
are more difficult to quantify. 


From a fiscal standpoint, we can see that Hispanics on net take $5,160 more from the 
US government at all levels than they pay per person, blacks take $7,700 more than 
they pay, and whites on net contribute $1,260 more than they take in government 
services. And this is when you apply all military spending to whites. 
If you evenly distribute military spending to the whole US population, the net cost of 
Hispanics rises to $7,298, the net cost of blacks is $10,016, and whites on net 
contribute $2,795. This is summarized in the table here: 

Budgetary Impact of Whites, Blacks and Hispa. And so, on net, blacks 

and Hispanics cost the 


Category Equal Military statt US $682.81 billion if 
Whites $553.52 billion $249 you assign all military 
White Per Capita $2,795 $1,26 Spending to whites, or 


$801.66 billion if you 
evenly distribute 
military spending. This is a direct hammer blow to the US economy that blacks, and 
Hispanics deliver every year. 


Blacks -$389.71 billion - $306 


And poorer economies tend to produce fewer inventions, even when they are of the 
same race and have the same average IQ of wealthier countries. For example, North 
Eastern Europe (Poland, Hungary) having fewer patents per capita than western 
Europe, despite having the same average IQ. Intuitively, it seems like this would be 
because they are more concerned with making ends meet, and the country has less 
money to fund research. So, if you have a population that is making a country around 
$750 billion poorer every year, that has to reduce research spending. 


Another direct form of wasted resources would be firm productivity. Richard et. al. in 


2007 took a measure of productivity of various firms over a period of 6 years and 
contrasted their performance to their racial diversity. The study was done in the 
United States, and so isn’ t likely to be muddled by the faux “ethnic diversity” in 
Europe where a Dane and a Swede working together is considered diverse. Richard 
found a strong negative relationship between firm diversity and productivity: 

Firm Productivity and Racial Diversity (Richard 2007) 
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Another 
study done in 
Germany in. 


‘Table 4° festing alternative hypothesis: estimates by occupation and alternative 9012 
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negative 
relation 
between firm 
diversity and 
productivity: 
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 O8 Theeffect 
Racial Diversity size is 


Pro 


1000 


smaller, since 
they treat a Dutch person working in a German firm as being just as foreign as a 
Somali immigrant to Germany. In fact, even more absurd, is that a second— generation 
Somali living in Germany, who speaks German, is considered “ethnically German” , 
while the Dutch immigrant is “foreign” . Even with this ridiculous methodology that I 
can only surmise is designed to mask the true effect of racial diversity in firms, there 
is still a significant negative effect. 


Other forms of wasted resources are more difficult to quantify or are things I don’ t 
have ready numbers for. Examples would be the need for businesses to have 

“diversity” consultants. The cost of “racism” legal battles; such legal battles would 
be impossible if the country was 100% of one race. 


Another cost would be the geographic dislocation caused by the criminalization of 
racial discrimination. An anecdote I have of this is a Denny’ s I used to go to. I noticed 
that over time, the Denny’ s became a black and Hispanic hang-out, it became loud, 
and the white people started to leave. And then I stopped going. Then one day I saw 
the Denny' s went out of business. The cause is obvious: they lost their white 
customers, driven away by the blacks and Hispanics which the Denny' s could not 
exclude. And were left with low-paying and low-tipping blacks and Hispanics. 


So, what is the result? The result is that the whites now have to go to a new 
restaurant, in some neighbourhood that the blacks and Hispanics don’ t frequent. Some 
place less convenient, with a large building that the Denny' s was in now useless. 


This has happened to entire cities, which I’ ll go into in the next section. The 
blackening of Detroit, East St. Louis, Baltimore, has resulted in whites moving into the 
suburbs, and in whites spreading out over larger distances, having to commute to work 
and school, and all of the attendant costs of that. If you spend 2 hours commuting, you 
have less time to do anything else, are less productive at work, etc. But those whites 
are saying, by their actions, that a 2- hour commute is better than being around blacks. 


Indirect Wasted Resources 


'The indirect wasted resources of racial diversity are more difficult to conceptualize. 
This would be the result of policy and the effectiveness of government. In countries 
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with large black populations, and thus the government if full of blacks, those countries 
tend to be considered “corrupt” . Similarly, big city government that have lots of 
blacks, and sometimes those with Hispanics, tend to be considered more Nox 


income of 
JS Un s, and then look at the incomes o Me ne (ince cities 

wii a given Udo white and Hispanic population. 

Median Household Income by Race in the United States in 2014 


We can compare this to the median household income in large black cities in the US: 


One way to 2l us impani ol this is to look at the median hou 


Hispanics: 


And we can do 
the same with 
whites: 


East St. Louis 18,236 
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City Percent White Median 
Household 
Income 
(MHHI) 


Portland 71.1 55,571 


Seattle 67 70,127 
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St 


50 


City data 
comes 
from city— 
data.com. 

Now in the 
cases of blacks 
and Hispanics, 
the blacks and 
Hispanics are 
worse off, even 
within the 
United States, 


when they make up a larger proportion of a city. Detroit, overall, which includes the 
whites in Detroit, 1s poorer than the black US average, meaning that the Detroit black 


is going to be much worse off than even the number for Detroit. 


We can also compare the per capita GDPs of country groups to their per capita GDP in 


the United States 


GDP numbers are from here, using the World Bank 2015. Population numbers are 


from here. Per capita numbers are inferred with simple division. 
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If you 
want 


US White GDP per $55,671 bed 
capita (PPP) 


US Black GDP per $34,655 
capita (PPP) 
US Hispanic GDP per $41,605 
capita (PPP) 


Europe GDP $26.77 trillion 
Europe Population 798.32 million 


Europe GDP Per $33,542 
Capita (PPP) 


Latin American GDP $9.517 trillion 
Latin American Pop. 617.3 million 
L.A. GDP PC (PPP) $15,417 

SS African GDP $3.675 trillion 
SS African Population 1.001 billion 
SSA GDP PC (PPP) $3,671 


colonialism, please read this article and this article before commenting about that. 

And so, we can see that European countries, warts and all (including former USSR, 
Warsaw Pact and Yugoslavia countries), and including Ukraine, have a GDP purchasing 
power parity of $33,542 per capita. Latin American countries, warts and all, average to 
$15,417 per capita, and black African countries average to $3,617 per capita. Black 
Africa excludes Egypt, Libya, Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco. 


I personally think it’ s relevant to look at the variation within European countries by 
cluster as well, as Ukrainian immigrants to the United States are going to integrate with 
the white population and eventually be behaviourally and economically indistinguishable 
from the rest of the European- American population: 


Sothat "white" number includes countries that have political pathologies that don' t 
transfer when they migrate to other white countries. For example, there are Serbian 
and Croat immigrants to Australia, but they aren' t having turf wars in Australia like 
they do in the Balkans. Similarly, Russian immigrants to Canada aren' t trying to 
impose a dictatorship like what exists in Russia. When whites in the pathological 
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countries of Eastern 


Europe leave those 
Fame set miam S edd a 


Former Warsaw Pact 107.52 million Western Europeans. 
Ireland used to be 
Teese 27er Gr poorer than the UK, 
125.84 million now it’ s wealthier, 
and Irish—Americans 
Mesentue — fmm sé aren’ + some lower 
Macditarranaan 12A AR millian class, they' re fully 


enmeshed with the singular European- American nU ER 


And so, the overall $33,542 number for Europe “warts and all” probably 
underestimates the benefit of European immigration. 


Now to somebody with a lot of environmentalist priors, who imagines that Africa is 
poor because “Europe had a head start” or “Guns, Germs and Steel” connect-the— 
dots arguments, or imagines that “colonialism” made Africa poor, they’ ll just write 
all of this off as entirely circumstantial, and then write off the relative outcomes within 
countries as totally circumstantial. 


But for the rest of us, this is evidence that the kind of environment that blacks and 
Hispanics creates reduces the upside of development of those countries. When all the 
races are placed within the same country, there is a gap, but the gaps between the 
countries not only captures the differences in cognitive ability, but also the 
compounding effect of having populations of a certain race making all the laws. And so, 
the gap between Africa and Europe is much larger than the gap between African— 
Americans and European- Americans, and this is evidence of “political externalities” , 
the indirect effects of having certain racial groups in your country. 


The result being that the presence of Mesoamerican admixture, and much more so of 
blacks, causes countries to be drastically poorer beyond the simple addition of lower 
IQ people to the labour force of a European country. No, there are 

compounding policy effects that lowers the available surplus resources, which lowers 
the amount of innovation. 

'Therefore, it is not clear whether or not the innovation carried out by blacks and 
Hispanics offsets the suppressive effect they have on the societies they are in. I’ m 
leaning toward Hispanics being “break even” - that their suppression is roughly 
offset by their own innovation, while blacks are a net negative. 


If True, So What? 


If this is true, then maximizing global innovation would involve generalized racial 
segregation. For the small number of people who do real, useful scientific research, I 
wouldn' t want to put any limits on what they can do or who they can work with. 
However, when they bring in their Abuela and 20 other family members who proceed 
to vote the United States down to the level of Latin America and thus reduce their 
ability to do scientific research, that’ s bad. 


So, let’ s not have that. Africans, in African countries, will do some innovative things. 
And what they do can be added to what white people will do in all-white countries, 
which is as much or more than what those same white people would do if there was a 
large black population within the same country. With the internet the communication 
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argument is bogus, and for the super- scientists who need to work in the same physical 
laboratory, we make exceptions for the 10,000 or so people worldwide for whom this 
circumstance applies. 


But the general rule is probably that global racial segregation with regards to whites, 
blacks and Amerindians will increase overall innovation by preserving the kind of 
economic environments created by white (and Asian) populations necessary to fund 
that research. 


IF this is true. 


NON-WHITES VOTE DEMOCRAT REGARDLESS OF IDEAOLOGY, AGE, SEX AND INCOME 


In America, non- White people vote overwhelmingly for the democrat party. Blacks 
have been voting democrat since the 1930' s, and Hispanics have been as far back as 


we have been tracking Hispanic voting patterns. Asians used to vote Republican, but 
came over to the democrats in the 1990’ s. 

In America, non- White people vote overwhelmingly for the democrat party. Blacks 
have been voting democrat since the 1930' s, and Hispanics have been as far back as 


tracking data on Hispanics goes. Asians used to vote Republican, but came over to the 
democrats in the 1990' s. 


AFEA Veet XS wwe TES HII ZZ MESI IJ dI i4 ] bva 
Republican Democrat Democrat Advantage 
2008 35% 62% 27% 
2004 56% 12% 
2000 41% 54% 13% 
1996 48% | 43% -596 
1992 5596 31% -24% 
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mDem Black Vote for President steh 


E GOP 


71% 
28% 
o © o 0 
w e À À 
C e A o6 


Cs6l 
0861 
0961 
P961 


S961 


ZLGI 
946l 
ORG I 


PRG I 


data 
shows 
the 
dramatic 
effect 
this has 
had on 


8861 
766 l 
9661 


American democracy: if White Americans were the only people that voted in 
presidential elections, Jimmy Carter, Bill Clinton, and Barak Obama would have never 


been president. 


Hispanic American Voting in U.5 Presidential Elections: 12/2 - ZU1Z 


008 


"m 
FE 
ES 


Republican Vote 


Democrat Vote 


Democrat Advantage 
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vvnixe American VOTINE in uU.» Fresigential CICCtIONS. 12/2-2U14 


Republican Democrat Democrat Advantage 


It is important then to understand why non- Whites vote democrat. To many, the 
proximal cause of non- Whites voting democrat is obvious: non- Whites hold liberal 
political views relative to Whites. 


WWAZWETAA yvu vivre: Au Ziti: Ew: IIEL VILI Wve GUI WIVAO vi OX wgs! On this 
government with more services? Jew 
zu the 


7396 
64% 62% 
60% 55% 
50% 
40% 36% 36% 
30% 27% 
23% 
20% 
10% 
ox 


Hicnanic Amaricanc African Amaricanc Acian Amaricanc White Amarircar 


question then gets moved one step back and becomes “Why do non- Whites have 
liberal political views" . Even this first step is a mistake. The blog The Audacious 
Epigone has recently demonstrated, via an analysis of data from the General Social 
Survey, that even self-described conservative non- Whites voted for Obama in 2012. 
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Support for banning hate speech 


60% 


50% 


62% 
50% 
43% 
- 3696 
30% 
24% 

uis 1496 
10% 

o% 


African Americans Hispanic Americans White Americans 


m Support m Oppose 


(Links here, here, and here.) 
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now mioderaties voted IN ZUT1Z, by aoc 
To get a closer ë mw conservauves voteu II ZUTZ, by rave 
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this 0 


White Black Hispanic 


phenomenon, I - a —— - 
examined how people voted, by race, | E Obama E Romney according to how they 
answered questions about the size of government and 
wealth redistribution (economic views) and gay marriage and abortion (social views). 
In 2012, non- Whites who were pro-life and pro-choice, for and against gay marriage, 
for smaller and larger government, and for or against wealth redistribution, all voted 
for Obama with the exception that Hispanics, who were against wealth redistribution 


broke for Romney by 6 points. 


LLL Wi VJM VVA) WY PUSS II WORE! WEE ILI 


Race | Pro Choice? Obama Romney 
White | Yes 64% 36% 

White | No 3496 6696 

Black | Yes 100% 0% 

Black | No 99% 1% 
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VSS PI VJM Wee, Wy UVS MM WORE SEIS GERNE WE ERST 


Should gov. do more or Obama 
less? 


| More 


eee e En ES ——— — 


Should gov. reduce income Obama 
B 


Should gov. reduce income 
differences? 


(And 


Even this Hispanic 
exception is not 
reliable. See, for 
instance, this data 
on the 2008 
election: 


yes, the Black 


patterns stays the same 


when you look at 
pre- Obama 
elections.) 


Thinking that the 
government should 
be smaller had the 
largest impact on the 


Black vote. Because of this, I decided to look at Blacks who self- identify as 
conservatives and who think the government should be smaller. They still self— 
identified as democrats. (I switched to party ID because the sample size of Black 
conservatives who think the government should be smaller is not very large and party 
ID was asked for decades. By contrast, questions on elections are only asked for 3 
waves of the GSS.) 


Slightly liberal 
Slightly liberal 
Slightly liberal 
Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Slghtly conservative 
Slghtly conservative 
Slghtly conservative 


Conservative 


Govt do more 
Agree with both 
Govt does too much 
Govt do more 
Agree with both 
Govt does too much 
Govt do more 
Agree with both 
Govt does too much 


C da mare 


33% 
39% 


21% 


Not str democrat 


Ind. near dem 


5% 

13% 
24% 
12% 
11% 
10% 
8% 

13% 
1796 
16% 
17% 
23% 
14% 
11% 
11% 


19% 


8% 
15% 


11% 


Demographic variables follow a similar pattern. Pew data shows that Non- Whites at 
every level of education and income, and of both sexes, are more likely to identify as 
democrats than republicans. 
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African American Party Ican Party ID by Income 
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Party LD by Race and Se’ Political ideology and 
Republican Democrat amope rap oa 
strongly predict how 
5d ap White people vote. To 


many White people, I 


Wbrte-Men 31 | 20 suspect that it is almost 
Black Women incomprehensible that 
5 t 69 these things would not 
Black Men 5 59 be the major factors 
Hispanic Women |. determining who 
12 L 31 someone favours for 


president. And yet, for 
non- Whites something entirely different 1s clearly going on. 


Some might suppose that this other factor is racial tribalism and, indeed, measures of 
racial tribalism do predict how strongly Blacks favour the democrat party. But even 

Blacks who do not think, for example, that government assistance to Blacks should be 

Arican american rarty LU Dy Laucational AUalnmen . 

increased, 

or Blacks 

who think 
that the 


republican 


party is 
| ax | eios 


than the 
democrat party for Black people, prefer the democrat party. 


ZLIS VALLI IAXIHEICIIAIUCCGOIL EctILuly 227 JJy LCGUUCALLULLAL MLLALLLLLGI Similarly, 


Which party helps Blacks Strong Not strong Blacks 
more? democrat | democrat Inde who do, 
Republican par 12% and who 
= " A mane anas nos T» do not, 
College graduate | — 16 | 4 feel that 
they have 
Somecollege — | 15 | 38 | : 
been 


discriminated against because of their race prefer the Democrat party. 


WILLS £ZAIHIICIICGIL EdIly LU DY LUuuvcdltiUIlLdli MLULALLILLILLCILL In fact, 


Blacks 
who both 
gere Attainment ee publican amm Pop 
| Postgraduate degree | graduate degree smaller 
yu we Clleqe qraduate 
discriminated against 
Yes 956 3096 10% 18% 1% 1% government 
and think that 
government 


assistance to Blacks should be lower prefer the Democrat party. 
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Measuring ethnic tribalism 


Gov. does _ Nasg Ind. among Hispanics is a little 
Size of Gov. | for Black people| Strong democrat democrat near dem Independent le ss straightforward, but 


Govt does 
[vores | nome | ex | om | ux | m | immigration views seem 


a like a reasonable proxy. 
On a 6—point scale of party affiliation, with O meaning strong republican and 6 meaning 
strong democrat, Hispanics who want immigration increased by a lot had an average 
score of 3.6 while Hispanics who want immigration decreased by a lot had an average 
score of 3.3. Both groups of Hispanics preferred democrats, and to roughly equivalent 
degrees. 


All this is not to say that demographics, political ideologue, and 
ethnocentrism/perception of racism have no impact on non- White voting patterns. The 
data above shows that they do. However, there is some other factor which biases non— 
Whites strongly in favour of the democrat party so much so that even with these other 
factors removed non- Whites would still vote democrat. 


I m not sure what that factor is. To my knowledge, neither does anyone else. This 
makes the prospects of getting non- Whites to vote republican especially abysmal. 
First, we would have to figure out what this mystery factor (or factors) is (or are). 
Then we would have to deal with this factor, racial tribalism, and the fact that non— 
Whites are mostly liberal. In short, courting non- Whites to the republican party is a 
pipe dream. 
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POLITICAL IDEAOLOGY IN AMERICA BY RACE 


This post is going to look at how American racial/ethnic groups differ in political 
ideology. Below, you can see charts displaying the results of a wide variety of polls on 
many topics. But first, here is a summary of what they find: 


Compared to Whites, Blacks, Asians, and Hispanics, favour larger government and a 
less free market with more regulations and higher taxes. Minorities also favour higher 
levels of spending on helping the poor, healthcare, education and welfare. By contrast, 
White Americans favour more spending on the military. 


On social issues, Whites are sometimes more liberal than non- Whites. For instance, 
Whites report stronger support for free speech and gay marriage. Polling is somewhat 
mixed on abortion, but most of the it suggests that Whites are more prochoice than 
non- Whites. There aren' t many polls on drug policy, and what does exist displays 
mixed results. Unsurprisingly, non- Whites take more liberal views than White on race 
relations and immigration. 


On “science” issues, there is an interesting divergence. Whites are more likely than 
non- Whites to believe in evolution but less likely to believe in manmade climate 
change. 


In terms of foreign policy, Whites favour more military spending than non- Whites, 
they were more likely to support the Iraq war than non- Whites, and Whites are more 
likely than Blacks to list “terrorism” as a top political concern. 


When asked to list the most important political problems of the day, Whites are more 
likely than Blacks to say dissatisfaction with government, immigration, and the federal 
budget, while Blacks are substantially more likely to say unemployment, race relations, 
poverty, and crime. 
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ECONOMICS 


THE SIZE OF GOVERNMENT 
Pew (2015; 2012a; 2012b) 


Ewu yvu MT NER NET AA JAn GYE we VA PASOWWAS: F WOW M 


: : Accordi 
government with more services? Scoring t pew 


polling: 
= 65% of 
hi lo 
of Blacks, and 


73% 
64% 
55% 

49% of 

50% : 2 
Hispanics 

40% 36% 36% agree that 

% š W hen 
30 
23% something is 

20% i run by the 
government, it 

10% P 


is usually 


inefficient and wasteful” 


= 60% of Whites, 51% of blacks, and 49% of Hispanics (plurality), agree with 
the statement “Government regulation of business usually does more harm 


than good" . 


= 80% of Blacks, 71% of Hispanics, and 58% of Whites agree with the 
statement “A free market economy needs government regulation in order 
to best serve the public interest" 


TAXES 
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38.U Own Federal Income Tax 


Group 96 Too High 
Polish 75.6 
Black 71.9 
Jewish 70.2 
Italian 69.4 
Other 68.7 
Native American 66.7 
French 64.2 . 
Other White 64.1 Smith (2005) 
Eastern European 63.6 

Percent who agree that the w Reuters/Ipsos 

Raising "capital gains' Reuters/Ipsos 
60% 
SPENDING 


50% 


Smith (2005) 


Percent agreeing that we spend too 110 


DEBT 


Asian Black British n French Hispanic German Irish Italid 36% of Whites, 60% of 
Assistanceto 56% 84% 52% 55% 56% 68% 62% 62% 57 Blacks, and 66% of 
| the poor Hispanics agree with the 
Education 60% 81% 82% 70% 72% 72% 69% 14% 73 statement “The 
l government should help 
more needy people even if it means going deeper in debt” . 


http://www.people—press.org/values—questions/q40f/government—should—help— 
more—needy—people—even—if—it—means—deeper—debt/#race 


Asian Americans are just as likely as the US in general to support raising taxes on high 
earners in order to reduce the budget. (65%) They are less likely than average to 
support reducing the budget with spending cuts only (35% vs 41%) 


http://www.naasurvey.com/resources/Home/NAAS12- sep25- issues.pdf 


MINIMUM WAGE 
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Support for Raising the Pew (2014 
HEALTH CARE 
7 - Lu Lu 
your family Not had an effect your famil 
96 96 x 

AGE 
18 to 29 22 58 18 
30 to 49 16 55 24 
50 to 64 19 51 28 
05+ 13 66 17 
INCOME 
Less than $24,000 23 53 19 
$24,000 to $59,999 19 54 24 
$60,000 to $89,999 12 69 19 ll 201 


Support for Obarggs 27 Pew (2014 


58 27 
wá 3 Reutors/Ispos. 
Favor OI UDUDUSC:; trie Ned 15 16 
Whites MAI SOCIAL 
ISSUES 


FREE SPEECH 


Smith (2005) 


Percent who agree that a should be allowed to mak 


Eastern 
Black British European French Hispanic German Irish Italian 


Communist 58% 55% 74% 80% 72% 57% 69% 13% 69% 
Racist 60% 53% 68% 68% 64% 50% 62% 66% 63% 
Anti- 67% 64% 80% 79% 75% 66% 75% 79% T6% 
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Statements that are offensive to minority groups 


Gov't should be able to prevent People should be able to say 
people from saying these things — these things publicly 


Millennial (ages 18-34) (2015) 
Support for banning hate speech 


70% 
62% 
60% 
50% 
50% 
43% 
40% 36% 
us 2496 
nit 14% 
10% 
o% 
African Americans Hispanic Americans White Americans 
m Support m Oppose 
YouGov (2015) 
DRUGS 
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Across-the-Board Increase in 
Support for Marijuana Legalization 


926 saying marijuana 
should be legalized 


Total 


Men 
Women 


White 
Black 
Hispanic 


18-29 
30-49 
50-64 
65+ 


College grad+ 
Some college 
HS or less 


Republican 


Conservative Rep 


Mod/Lib Rep 
Democrat 


Cons/Mod Dem 


Liberal Dem 
Independent 


Ever tried marijuana 
Never tried marijuana 


Mar 
2010 


9s 
41 


45 
38 


42 
41 
35 


58 
42 


49 


64 
25 


Mar 
2013 


E 
52 


57 
48 


52 
56 
51 


64 
55 
53 
33 


52 
59 
47 


37 
29 
53 
59 
52 
73 
60 


70 
35 
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60.D Legalizing Marijuana 
Group 
10-13 Jewish 
change Native American 
"o Other 
+11 Italian 
g Polish 
+12 Irish 
+10 French 
| German 
T Eastern European 
*15 Other White 
+16 British 
: Hispanic 
+6 Black 
+13 Scandinavian 
+13 Asian 
+11 Average 
+13 
+14 
+6 
+13 
+9 
+17 
+11 
+8 
+16 Pew (2013) 
+11 
+6 
+10 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER March 13-17, 2013. Whites and 
blacks include only those who are not Hispanic; Hispanics 


are of any race. 


ABORTION 


Reuters/Ipsos 


Smith (2005) 
Pew 2016 


% In Favor 


41.3 
30.0 
29.7 
29.6 
29.6 
28.5 
27.7 
27.6 
27.2 
24.6 
23.5 
22.6 
22.3 
21.4 
16.5 


25.7 


Smith (2005) 
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26 0f U.S. adults who say abortion should be legal/illegal, by race and ethnicity 
2016) 


100 
75 
50 
li 
0 
White, non-Hispanic Black, non-Hispanic Hispanic 
E Legal in all/most cases Illegal in all/ most cases 


"2—to- 1: 60% say it (abortion) should be illegal in all or most cases, while just 35% 
say it should be legal. By contrast, 51% of U.S.—born Latinos think abortion should be 
legal, while 43% think it should be illegal.” - Pew 2014 

“Two-thirds (6796) of black Americans believe that abortion should be legal in all or 
most cases, while 3096 disagree." - Pew 2012 


GAY MARRIAGE 


16.C Homosexual »ex 


% Always 

Group Wrong 
Jewish 18.3 
Italian 445 
Polish 48.2 
Eastern European 49.8 
Scandinavian 51.4 
Hispanic 55.5 
French 55.6 Smith (2005) 
Irish 55.9 
Other 56.6 
British 57.3 
Asian 60.1 
Other White 61.3 
German 62.7 
Native American 66.6 
Black 71.1 
Average 59.1 
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Percent who favor same-sex marriage... 


10056 


8096 


5t 


60% 


White, Non-Hispanic 


40% 


20% 


036 
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Pew (2015) 


Same-Sex Marriage hy Race and Party 
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Our country has made the changes needed to 
give blacks equal rights with whites 


47 49 


49 


43 45 a6 


Our country needs to continue making 32 
changes to give blacks equal rights with 


whites 
Nov Mar Mar Jul 
2009 2011 2014 2015 
Among whites Among blacks 


54 96 97 

36 38 ag 00 j N 17 
Mow Jul Nov Jul 
20098 2015 2008 2015 


Survey conducted July 14-20, 2015. Whites and blacks include only 


those who are not Hispanic. 
PEW RESEARCH CENTER 
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How big a problem is racism in our society today? (56) ... 


Big Some- Not a 
problem what Small problem DK 
326 326 36 326 326 

Total B0 33 11 4 2-100 
Men 45 34 13 6 2-100 
Women 56 32 & 3 2-100 
White 44 38 11 5 2-100 
Black T3 20 5 1 1-100 
Hispanic 58 23 14 4 1=100 
19-29 50 33 13 4 1=100 
30-49 51 31 11 4 2-100 
50-64 51 35 9 5 1-100 
65+ 49 33 11 4 3-100 

Pew 

z : - (2015) 

Co nct th Dont police to tread whites and bacis T 3 1-100 
equally (%) 4 2=100 
= Great deal m Fair amount SJustsome © Very little B 1-100 
T 1-100 
T *=100 
& 3-100 
4 2=100 
2 1-100 
3 *=100 

1 1-100 Pew 

(2015) 


| blacks include only 
iy race. Figures may 


Survey conducted Aug 20-24, 2014. Whites and blacks includeonly 
those who are not Hispanic. Don't know responses not shown. 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER/USA TODAY 
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Next, we'd like to know how you would rate relations between various groups in the 


United States these days. Would you say relations between (whites and blacks) are 
very good, somewhat good, somewhat bad, or very bad? 


Percentage who say "very good" or "somewhat good" 


Bl % Non-Hispanic whites == % Blacks 


2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 


GALLUP 
Gallup. 


IMMIGRATION 
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Would you favor or oppose each of the following as part of legislation to address the 
issue of illegal immigration? How about - [RANDOM ORDER]? 


I 
$ i E 
B 
> = 
cS 
= | £6 
€x x * 
Tightening security at U.S, borders 
National adults 83 16 1 
Non-Hispanic whites 85 au i 
Blacks 84 15 1 
Hispanics 74. 24 2 
Requiring business owners to check the immigration status of workers they hire 
National adults 84 6 1 
Non-Hispanic whites B8 u , 
Blacks 82 18 1 
Hispanics 6 3 1 
runnany nuw uvvu unnuyi unu — a o, peup 
live iare in the United States, in your view, sho work visas for immigrants whose job skills 
level, increased, or decreased? 
"Trend by racial and ethnic group from Gallup Minority » 
1 
Present level I d " 
% 75 ?$ i 
NON-HISPANIC WHITES 70 29 2 
2015 Jun 15-Jul 10 42 
2013 Jun 13-Jul 5 39 B5 Mu 1 


Gallup 
Allowing illegal immigrants already in the country the opportunity to become U.S. 


citizens if they meet certain requirements over a period of time, including paying 
taxes and a penalty, passing a criminal hackground check and learning English 


National adults 88 i2 , 
%6 who building a wall along the entire borde 
with Mexico ... 


Oppose Favor 


Black 
Hispa nic 


"SCIENCE" ISSUES 


CLIMATE CHANGE 
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The Racial Gap On Climate Change 


Percentage of Americans who think global warming should be 
a "top priority" for the president and Congress 


605 
50 
Non-whites 
30 
Whites 

20 
10 

0 

2007 '08 '09 '10 zl "22 "14 ' 14 


XJ FIUETHIRTYEIGHT SOURCE: PEW RESEARCH CENTER 


Enten (2014) 
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Views on Climate Change : 
% of U.S. adults saying the Earth is getting cial Gap Among Democ 


because of human activity/because of naturalho think global warming should 


in Earth's environment/or that thereisno solient and Con gress 
that Earth is getting warmer 


lgecause of human activity 
Because of natural patterns 


There is no solid evidence Non-white Democrats 


EVOLUTION 


Views on Human Evolution 


% of U.S. adults who say humans and other living things ? Democrats 
have evolved over time/have existed in their present 
form since the beginning of time 


U.S. adults 


Existed in present form Evolved over time 
ince beginning 


Men 26 


Women 


Whites 
Blacks 


Hispanics 


18-29 


P 2014 


65+ 


Survey of U.S. adults Aug. 15-25, 2014. 016. “Don't know” 
responses not shown. Whites and blacks include only nom 
Hispanics; Hispanics areof any race. 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER FOREIGN POLICY 


MILITARY SPENDING 
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38.1 Spending on the Military 

Group 96 Too Little 

British 33.1 

Native American 22.9 

Other White 22.0 

Irish 21.9 

German 21.2 

French 20.1 i 

Other 20.3 Smith (2005) 
Italian 20.0 


cinia 19.3 WAR IN IRAQ 


Polish 17.4 
Eastern European 16.8 


Allin all, do you think it was worth going to war in Iraq, or not? 


B ves, worth i C No, not worth it [No opinion 


Gallup (2004) 


IMPORTANCE OF 
Blacks DIFFERENT 
ISSUES 


Non-Hispanic whites 
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Most Commonly Named Problems Facing the U.S., by Race 
What do you think is the most important problem facing this country 
today? [OPEN-ENDED] 

April-June 2015 


Whites Blacks Gallup 
Dissatisfaction with government 1855 1096 (2018 
Economy in general 1258 105 
Unemployment/Jobs a% 13% 
Race relations 4% 1356 
Immiszration/ legal aliens 6265 325 
Healthcare 696 695 
Federal budget deficit/Federal debt 5 o5 
Education 4% Ly 


Ethical/Moral/Family decline 


errorism 
'averty/ Hunger; Homelessness 


rime) Violence 


HISTORY 


BEDROCK THEORIES OF HISTORY 


This is an article I was hesitant about posting, because it’ s not as empirical as the 
other articles on this site and it involves alot of “picture painting” that I despise in 
others. 

But beliefs come from people. They don’ t just float in the air - it takes real people to 
transmit beliefs. And if you say that certain beliefs are incorrect, then the people who 
transmitted those beliefs were, for some reason, transmitting incorrect beliefs. How 
and why did this happen? And this article deals with the “how” of it. 

The point is not to convince the reader of anything in particular; that comes later. But 
simply to blow the lid off. And this lid on what I will call “the main narrative of US 
history” was put in place at a low end (before puberty) and at a high end (after 
puberty). 


THE LOW END 
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Let me tell you about the "Pacific Northwest Tree Octopus” 

“The Pacific Northwest tree octopus (Octopus paxarbolis) can be found in 
the temperate rainforests of the Olympic Peninsula on the west coast of 
North America. Their habitat lies on the Eastern side of the Olympic 
mountain range, adjacent to Hood Canal. These solitary cephalopods reach 
am averaze size (measured Irom) dimmi t mantle up, Cf sU oo CM. 
Unlike most other cephalopods, tree octopuses are amphibious, spending 
only their early life and the period of their mating season in their ancestral 
aquatic environment. Because of the moistness of the rainforests and 
specialized skin adaptations, they are able to keep from becoming 
desiccated for prolonged periods of time, but given the chance they would 
prefer resting in pooled water.” 

Now this website was set up, saying this, and going into great detail about the Pacific 
Northwest Tree Octopus, and shown to 7th graders in Connecticut, and all 25 of them 
in the class fell for it. And the age of 7th graders is 12 or 13. 

At age 3, about 69% of children believe in Santa Claus. At age 5, it’ s 83%. At age 7 
it s 63%, at age 9 it’ s 33%. But by age 12, it’ s still a whopping 5%, which is one 
per 20 people, so in a class of 30 kids you will, on average, have 1.5 kids who still 
believe in Santa. But if 5% of 12-year olds still believe in Santa, the others, the ones 
who don’ t, aren’ t exactly a million miles ahead of those who do. 


Which is to say, the 12-year old population still has one foot in early childhood, the 
kind of mind that can believe in Santa. 


And those younger kids who don’ t believe in Santa - that’ s not necessarily a 
reflection of their ability to think critically. That may just be their parents or siblings 
telling them that Santa isn’ t real. 


Knowing this, it’ s important to ask: what is being taught to people when they still 
believe in, or are very close to the kind of mind that can believe in, Santa Claus? 


Of course religion is something that is brought up a lot. But of more practical 
significance is lessons on history. The most politically relevant history being about 
race: 


Belief in Santa by Age and Beginning of History Topics in US Schools (Generally) 


Santa 
Age  Belief % |Notes 
3 69% 
D 8396 Lessons on slavery in the United States begin 
7 63% 
8 (48%) Lessons on racial segregation in the United States begin 
9 33% Average start for black males entering puberty 
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10 N/A Average start for white males entering puberty 
11 N/A Lessons on the holocaust begin 

12 5 96 (Tree Octopus 

13 N/A 

14 N/A 


Now after one is taught these things at ages well before the brain is fully developed, 
this certainly is going to influence how they interpret any issue that involves white 
people and non— whites. It’ s done at an age where they have no context to put any of 
it in. 

And there is a laser focus on blacks in the US - and it is not compared to say, blacks 
in Africa, or whites in Russia, or how life was for the typical Chinaman or Indian. So 
these kids, not long-ago toddlers, are being made to emotionally feel for the sufferings 
of one particular group - blacks - at the hands of whites. 
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And in adulthood, you see “white privilege” and “police 
brutality” . They’ re taught about the desperate optimism of slaves at the time - but 

| what about desperate optimism of 
white farmers who were probably less 
food secure than black slaves at the 
time? 
Each of these individual narratives both 
establish and reinforce a “meta— 
narrative” of white people oppressing 
non- white people. I.e. you hear about 

"racism in the boardroom' and that 
becomes “just another form of white 
privilege / oppression” . 


And to be white 1s to be the oppressor 
in this overarching story. 


HER RKT CAILE 


So that? s the low end. Next we should 
look at the high end. 


THE HIGH END 


In any religion you have the version of the religion for children, and the version of the 
religion for adults. Now if someone is raised Christian, and is given Christianity for 
children (the low end), but is never given the more complex and reasonable- sounding 
arguments in adulthood (the high end), they are likely to abandon Christianity. 


And Christianity, like all religions, is dependent on getting people as children, and then 
reinforcing the belief later in life. Adult conversions do occur, but it is much easier to 
get the kids. But to maintain the belief into adulthood, you need something at the high 
end. 


The way people are persuaded about whites being oppressive and harmful to blacks 
during slavery in the US and during segregation is not based on any kind of data or 
statistics. If you think this is a bold claim, just think back to those lessons about 
slavery. Do you remember a lot of tables and charts being used? Of course not, 
because that’ s not what they were appealing to. 


They weren' t using proper evidence - they used broad claims backed up by 
anecdotes and descriptions of the time. 
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+ But that’ s okay, because you know that off somewhere there are these great 
historians who have the truth about slavery all sewn up. They know how many slaves 
faced corporal punishment compared to non- slaves, and they know how much slaves 
got to travel compared to non- slaves, etc. etc. right? They just aren' t sharing this in 
high school textbooks. 


Now, do you think that black slaves worked more than “free” white farmers? Of 
course you do. They were slaves, it was horrible, the narrative dictates that they 
worked harder and longer, and were whipped to boot! You probably know Toby' s 
personal story about it - even if it was “historical fiction” . 

The first investigation of how many hours slaves actually worked compared to “free” 
white farmers was done in 1976 by John Olson. 1976. That’ s 111 years after the 
end of slavery in the United States. And he found that slaves worked less than “free” 


whites. 

The standard narrative on slavery that you were taught dates back at least to the 
1930s, and probably well before that, well before the necessary research was done. So 
the line on “slaves working particularly long hours” doesn’ t come from any data or 
evidence. 


Not until 2015 was there any follow-up work on how long and hard slaves worked, 
with two separate investigations done by Alan Olmstead and Trevon Logan, both done 
in 2015. Again, they found that slaves did not work particularly hard. 

How about corporal punishment? The data on that simply doesn’ t exist. The only 
reliable records that quantitatively document corporal punishment are done by Bennett 
H. Barrow. One guy’ s records from one plantation. 

But this doesn’ t stop the textbook writers from pushing the corporal punishment 
trope, nor does it stop them from impressing upon five-year olds that black slaves 
worked particularly hard. 


In my opinion, what happened is that the abolitionists won the propaganda war, and got 
their view of slavery put into the minds of the public shortly following the Civil War, 
and it was never really checked until very recently. 


This is why the “revisionist” charge is so bizarre. First off, “revision” shouldn’ t 
be a bad word, history should constantly be revised. But second off, they act as if 
there is some great empirical edifice on slavery where there is none. It’ s three 
studies, and they go against the narrative set at age 5. 


THERE’S NO MAGIC IN THOSE BRICKS 


As grand, old and expensive as the architecture of a University may be, and as formal 
as the titles and administration may be, the knowledge on a subject ultimately comes 
from suddenly normal people. Real people have limits, they have to teach, they go on 
vacations, they like their free time, and have bugaboos they seek to prove. 


If you find this lack of investigation into what we think of as “basic” history shocking 
or hard to believe, why is that shocking? How many historians are there, and 
specifically, how many historians about slavery, and of those how many actually do 
primary research? Ten? One hundred? One thousand? 


The number of people actually employed as historians is 3,500. The number of 
history teachers in college and junior college is around 23,650. How many of those 


people do any kind of primary research? 
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Let' s be generous and say there are 30,000 people with history PhDs who work 
either as a historian or history teacher. This is a rough estimate based on the number 
of history PhDs awarded each year and what proportion of them get employed in 
their field. 

And let’ s be generous again and say 10% of those do any kind of primary research, 
so now we' re at 3,000 research historians. Okay, how many of them deal with the 
history of the United States? Well, Wikipedia lists 448 historians who study the history 
of the United States. This includes some dead historians, but also probably doesn' t 
include some important ones who are still alive. So let’ s say there are 500 research 
historians who deal with the United States. 


Of those, how many of them specialize on slavery? Even if a historian specializes in the 
United States civil war, he is unlikely to do primary research on the plight of slaves. 
Well, depending on the year, slavery concerned about 15% of the US population for 89 
years of the existence of the United States. So now you' re down to maybe 75 of 
them, at the most, probably closer to 30. 


Okay, what are they researching? Even those are not necessarily researching basic 
narrative (set at age 5). They may be researching the role of women in slave society, 
or the relation between African folk traditions and Christianity in the slave camps, or 
something equally banal. Remember, "specialization" is the name of the game in 
history. 


And for those who do basic research and specialize on slavery, AND are investigating 
the basic narrative questions (living standards, work hours, corporal punishment, 
education) - you may be down to 15 to 30 people - they aren' t necessarily 
reaffirming what you were taught in kindergarten. In fact, on the whole, they aren' t. 


Of course there are countless numbers of teachers teaching about slavery, and they 
would be concerned at the lack of primary research on slavery, right? Certainly they 
would have voiced concerns by now! 


Well, a school teacher teaches several topics, and they are more concerned with 
conveying the curriculum and showing that students understand what is being taught. 
Could it really be that nearly zero teachers voice any concerns about the veracity of 
claims about slavery - claims being taught to 5—year olds? Of course! 


Say you get that high school teacher, maybe one in a hundred (if that) who has these 
concerns - first off, how important does he think it is? He may think it’ s unimportant 
and ignore it. Second off, how long will he think about it before he has to grade 150 
papers and move onto the next lesson? Third off, if it really got to him, what could he 
do? Who would he even voice his concerns to? And Fourth off, even if he thought up 
some plan to voice these concerns in an effective way, would he bother to go through 
with it? 

What about the administration - the textbook makers, the councils were curriculum is 


decided, do you expect them to care? Or even know? 


'The point is, it looks really big and authoritative at first glance, but when you boil it 
down, it’ s a shockingly small number of people doing basic research - you see the 
same names over and over again in the literature - it’ s a little group that could fit in a 
classroom. 
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POLITICS 


Let me ask you this: is the presidency of Barack Obama a matter of historical record or 
a matter of politics? The George Bush presidency - is that history or politics? How 
about Bill Clinton - history of politics? 


To ask this question is to make clear that the distinction between “history” and 
"politics" is one of convention and not reality. You certainly wouldn' t dismiss any 
revision of the Obama or Bush presidency as being illegitimate on the grounds that the 

record is set or something. But if we reach further back, and say “segregation 

wasn’ t immoral or harmful to blacks" - up bubbles the lessons from 3rd grade. 

You’ re going after something that is seen are being more “set” , more established. 
But you only think that because you were told it at a much younger age with all the 
trappings and confidence signals of academic authority! What if it were reversed, 
where the crimes of the Obama presidency were taught to kids, with graphic images of 
bombings being shown to five-year olds who lack the ability to understand context? 
Sure, by the time they' re adults you can explain the context to them - if they don' t 
think you' re the devil for even questioning it in the first place by then! 


Starting at age 5, getting more sophisticated as they get older, learning about the 
horrors of Obama from multiple teachers (not just one person), sometimes movies and 
documentaries about it. 


"HEAR THE STORY OF BRYAN LAKE, A TEA PARTY ACTIVIST WHO 
WAS ASSAULTED BY OBAMA' S THUGS IN THE STRUGGLE FOR 
PREE SPEECH, PREE ASSOCIATION AND CIVIL RIGHTS IN THE 
DARK DAYS OF THE OBAMA REGIME (A HISTORICAL FICTION 
BASED ON REAL EVENTS)” 

Do you think kids taught this at age 8 are going to be very open-minded about Obama 
by the time they’ re 20? 


And what if the history of segregation was the domain of political bloggers? Martin 
King wouldn’ t be a sacred figure, if anything he’ d be more like Ronald Reagan. 
Lionized by some, seen as a short-sighted boob by others. 


Views about history inform political views because views about history ARE political 
views! 


SLAVERY AND SEGREGATION 


HOW BAD WAS SLAVE LIFE? 
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This is a jarring statement at first glance, but I think the evidence is pretty simple and 
clear. Perhaps to reduce emotionality, replace “slave” with “serf” or “peasant,” 
which is appropriate since in practice they were the same thing—one system had a 
Master who owned a slave, the other had a Lord who owned land that a serf was bound 
to work on. 


Both also had a belief that the Master / Lord would often sleep with his subjects’ 

wives (Prima Noctis or “Right of First Lie” ). Nobody has a conniption when the BBC 
does a documentary saying, “English peasants didn’ t have it THAT bad,” soit’ s 
not unreasonable to think that chattel slavery in the United States would be a similar 
story. 

Height 

Today in the United States, height is mainly a function of genetics, as starvation or 
chronic hunger is freakishly rare. But until the 1900s, chronic hunger and lack of food 
was a factor in height, with wealthier populations being visibly taller than poorer ones. 
Today, blacks are roughly the same height as whites, very slightly shorter (this fact 
surprises some). From the paper “A Peculiar Population: The Nutrition, Health, and 
Mortality of American Slaves from Childhood to Maturity” , in which Richard 
Steckel compared height percentiles of black slaves to contemporary white populations 
at adulthood: 
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Fopulation 

M Black Slaves US 

F Black Slaves US 

M Stutgart Germany - Aristocrats 
M Stuttgart Germany - Peasants 
M Black Trinidad Slaves 

F Black Trinidad Slaves 

M Black St. Lucia Slaves 

F Black St. Lucia Slaves 

F Boston Schools, US Parents 

F Boston Schools, Irish Parents 
M England, Nonlaboring 

M England, Laboring 

F Italy Upper Class 

F Milwaukee Schools, US Parents 
M Sweden Schools 

F Sweden Schools 

M Russia, Factory Workers 

F Russia, Factory Workers 

M Russia, Middle Schools 


rear 
1820-1860 
1820-1860 
1772-1794 
1772-1794 
1813 

1813 

1815 

1815 

1875 

1875 
“1870s” 
“1870s” 
1870-1879 
1881 

1883 

1883 
1880-1889 
1880-1889 
1889-1890 
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Height Percentile at Adulthood 
27.1 
28.4 
18.7 
15.9 
3.8 
13.5 
3.1 
7.0 
21.6 
21.8 
313 
11.9 
11.8 
38.2 
33.6 
42.1 
6.7 
6.5 
23.4 


So we can see that, in adulthood, black slaves, despite being roughly the same height 
as whites today, were taller than most whites in the world, with the exceptions being 
English aristocrats and Swedes (incl. Swedes in Minnesota). How can this be, if slaves 


were viciously exploited? 
Alienated Labour 


Robert Evans Jr., in his paper entitled. "The Economics of American Negro 
Slavery" calculated the return on capital of slaves in the US, and compared it to 


moneylending and railroads: 


lime period Short-term money (loan snark) 


1846-1850 12.3 
1851-1855 9.35 
1856-1860 8.3 


Kauroads blaves 
5.8 14.8 
6.7 12.3 
8 10.37 


So, we can see that while black slaves had a higher amount of alienated labour than 
railroad workers, the highest recorded here was 14.8% profit off their labour. You 
could speculate it goes up the further back you go—maybe. But the reality is that, after 
expenses, black slaves got back 80-90% of what they produced on average. And given 
that the slave plantations were on some of the richest land in the world, it’ s not hard 
to imagine that they were better fed than contemporary whites. 


Literacy 


In the 1870 census, 20.1% of blacks could read and write, compared to 80% of US 
whites. That same year Russia had aliteracy rate of around 15%. Most African 
countries didn’ t achieve aliteracy rate of 20% until around 1950, and India had a 


literacy rate of 20% in 1950. 


One could argue that US whites should have done more to teach blacks to read and 
write, but the idea that their literacy was kept down by the Atlantic Slave Trade is 
demonstrably false. Being shipped to the Americas benefited blacks in terms of 


literacy. 
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Life Expectancy 

While black slaves probably grew to be taller than most whites in the US, their life 
expectancy was shorter. It’ s possible that these are related as caloric restriction is 
known to increase longevity. 


Black Male Black Female White Male White Female 
1850 35.54 38.08 40.04 43.0 
1970 60.0 68.3 67.1 747 
2010 71.8 78.0 76.2 81.1 


You could look at these as percentages, i.e. what percentage of years do blacks have of 
whites, but this assumes that improvements in medicine and living standards scale 
linearly in effect. All we can say with certainty is that blacks have always lived shorter 
lives than whites on average. 


Hours and Difficulty of Work 

John F. Olsen in his analysis of southern cotton farms and northern farms, came to 
the conclusion that the average free farmer on a norther farm worked 3,130 hours per 
year, while the black slave worked 2,798 hours per year between 1850 and 1860. 
Robert Fogel in "Time on the Cross" claimed that the gang—system—which usually 
included black slaves and a white “motivator” —was vastly more efficient, saying, “A 
slave working on an assembly - line basis in cotton, sugar and tobacco - the Southern 
staples - produced as much output in 35 minutes as a traditional worker produced in an 
hour.” . 

In other words, while they worked fewer hours, they worked so much harder that it 
was still worse. However, an analyses by Alan Olmstead and Paul Rhode showed 
that free cotton farms were just as efficient per hour as the touted "gang system" — 
and they didn’ t even count the fact that the “motivator” wasn’ t doing any useful 
work. 

More recently in 2015, Trevon Logan did an experiment with his children, seeing how 
much cotton they could pick per day and compared that to the daily cotton production 
of slaves at the time. His results showed that his kids picked about 95% of what the 
slaves picked on average of the same age. In my opinion this experiment conclusively 
shatters the myth of the gang system: 
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Table 1: The Productivity of Logan Children, 1952-1965, and Enslave 


Measured by Pounds of Cotton Picked Per Day. Sabuke worked 


fewer hours and 


Logans there’ s no 
Age All Females Males All evidence that they 


worked any harder. 


5 16.98 14.78 19.20 18.74 Breaking up 

6 21.02 18.23 24.86 23.93 Families 

7 27.75 26.04 30.19 29.98 According to Th 

8 35.85 33.75 36.82 36.90 nin deus aeg 
View from the 

9 43.46 42.16 45.25 44.64 Slave 

10 51.88 50.16 52.86 53.13 Narratives” by 

11 60.46 59.94 60.95 62.24 Stephen Crawford, 

12 68.16 67.86 69.25 71.81 only 51.1% of black 

13 80.54 79.21 8247 si.66 families had both 


1940, when it started to decline. By 2011 only 37% of blacks lived in two-parent 
households, while 75% of whites did. 

The “breaking up families” line on slavery was probably more compelling back when 
blacks had nuclear families more than 51.1% of the time. 


I don’ t know of any statistics on the percentage of slave families broken up by sale, 
so we don’ t know what proportion of the broken—up black families was a result of 
being split by sale. 


Corporal Punishment 
I can only find one quantitative record of how often corporal punishment was used, and 
that is the records of Bennet H. Barrow. The record spans a 23— month period, and 


over this period he issues 160 whippings, and he had 129 slaves. This averages out to 
about 0.65 whippings per slave per year. 
However, having read through his records, Barrow seems like a bit of a sadist who 


enjoyed what he did, and so in my opinion Barrow was not typical. But the system 
made it so that people like Barrow CAN have as much power over people as he did. 
That is an unavoidable reality of slavery, and why it’ s good that white people 
worldwide abolished it not only in their countries but around the world. 

I am shocked at how difficult it is to find basic corporal punishment data during slavery. 
You may think something that is so often referenced in film and in essays and 
presentations on other topics, that the data on it would be easier to find. 


The Subjective Texture 

If you’ ve gone to public schools, these statistics I post here may seem at odds with 
the “subjective texture of vicarious experience” —i.e. how you FEEL slavery was, 
based on the stories and narratives presented in public school. 

There is a great book called. "They were White and they were Slaves" which is full 
of personal accounts of a very different world—in fact a world much more similar to 
today—regarding race and slavery. Here are some examples: 
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"You know, boss, dese days dere is three kind of people. Lowest down is a 
layer of white folks, then in de middle is a layer of coloured folks, and on top is de 
cream, a layer of good white folks:" “=the slaves saw enough abject poverty, 
disease, and demoralization among the poor whites: to see their own condition 
under ole massa’ s protection as perhaps not the worst of evils.” (Eugene D. 
Genovese, ^" ‘rather be a nigger than a poor white man’ : slave perceptions of 
southern yeoman and poor whites," in toward a new view of America) 

“ ‘when I was a boy,’ recalled waters McIntosh, who had been a slave in 
Sumter, South Carolina, ‘we used to sing, ‘rather be a nigger than a poor white 
man. even in slavery we used to sing that.’ ” 

“gangs of Irish immigrants worked ditching and draining plantations, building 
levees and sometimes clearing land because of the danger to valuable (negro) 
slave property ‘George Templeton strong, a Whig patrician diarist::: considered 
Irish workmen at his home to have had ‘prehensile paws’ rather than hands. He 
denounced the ‘Celtic beast’ + Irish youths’: were sometimes called ‘Irish 
slaves’ and more frequently ‘bound boys’ +” a common joke in the south in 
the pre—civil war period was that when blacks were ordered to work hard they 
complained that their masters were treating them ‘like Irishmen.’ ” “va slave: 
expressed no surprise that his master, who was big buckra, never associated with 
white trash. And Rosa Starke, who had been owned by a big planter in South 
Carolina, reported that poor whites had to use the kitchen door when they went up 
to the big house. Her mistress ‘had a grand manner; no patience with poor white 
folks.’ ” 

“Frederic law Olmsted, the landscape architect who designed New York’ s central 
park, observed bales of cotton being thrown from a considerable height into a 
cargo ship’ s hold. The men tossing the bales somewhat recklessly into the hold 
were negroes, the men in the hold were Irish. Olmsted inquired about this to a 
mate on the ship. ‘oh, said the mate, ‘the niggers are worth too much to be 
risked here; if the paddies are knocked overboard or get their backs broke, nobody 
loses anything.’ ” 

“John Randolph of Roanoke, traveling in England and Ireland with his black 
manservant Johnny, wrote to a friend back home: ‘much as I was prepared to see 
misery in the south of Ireland, I was utterly shocked at the condition of the poor 
peasantry between limerick and Dublin. Why sir, john never felt so proud of being 
a Virginia slave. He looked with horror upon the mud hovels and miserable food of 
the white slaves, and I had no fear of his running away." 

Obviously the book and its quotes only tell one side of the story, but that’ s the whole 
point—to serve as counter—bias. I’ m not saying that these narratives prove me 
correct, just that there is a whole ocean of contemporary narrative that backs up my 
statistical claims. And these narratives portray the United States as having the same 
crust of anti- white elites who prefer foreigners to “poor white trash.” 


Now, why you have never heard these narratives is a whole topic unto itself. 
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SLAVERY DID NOT MAKE AMERICA RICH 


= One common claim I hear floating around is that whites benefited from slavery, and 


that whites are as well off as they are because of slavery. Different people have 
different variations of this claim, some claiming more than others. 


Obviously the United States is not made out of cotton, tobacco and indigo today. The 
argument is not that the blacks literally built the infrastructure (if they’ re making that 
argument that’ s obviously false since most rail was in the north and nearly all railroad 
workers during slavery were white), but that the profit off of their labour funded the 
industrial expansion. 


We have data about the South, and the black population of all slave states, including 
those that did not secede, was 26%, or 30.8% of just the Confederacy. Obviously the 
Southern economy was a dead-end, and so this argument hinges on the South funding 
the Northern economy. 

I m not talking about morality, or even about the conditions of slaves. The topic is 
about whether or not WHITES, on the aggregate, benefited from slavery AT THE 
'TIME. 


And there are two aspects to this: 
First, the “South funding US industrialization" argument. 


The second is the direct expropriation of labour - how much did whites get directly 
from black slaves versus what they would have gotten doing other things? 


1. The South funding US industrialization 
1A. Northern Agriculture was more valuable than Southern Agriculture 
In 1860, 65% of all United States farm acreage was in the North. Now it’ s possible 
that Northern farm production was less than 6546 of the value of what was produced, 
or even less than 5096 - that the South, with 3596 of the farmland, produced more 
money with its agriculture than the North did with their agriculture. 
But there are reasons to not believe this. First are the overall values of farm products 
produced in 1860: 


328| Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Product Total value in 1860 (millions) 
Cereals $558.3 

Cotton $211.5 

Hay $152.7 

Potatoes $44.5 

Tobacco $21.7 


The combined production of hay and potatoes give “king cotton” arun for its money. 
But the real value of US farm production in 1860 was cereals. I don’ t know what 
percentage of farms in the North and South produced cereals, but I do know that they 
were more geared toward cereal (what, oats, barley, corn) than the south. 


We also know that farmland in the North cost more per acre, according to Peter 
Lindert' s study of farm prices in the paper “Long-Run Trends in American 
Farmland Values” : 


Farm Price / Acre in 1860 (in 


Region 1960 dollars) Side in Civil War 
Mid-Atlantic $98.61 Union 
East North Central $92.66 Union 


East South Central (Mississippi 


Valley) $58.65 Confederacy 
New England $46.22 Union 
West North Central $31.67 Union 
South Atlantic $29.28 Confederacy 
West South Central $26.89 Confederacy 


There are lots of reasons land would cost more in the North, I’ m not saying the 
additional cost was entirely a function of additional yield. But the fact that it did cost 
more makes the idea that Southern agriculture was, in aggregate, more valuable than 
Northern agriculture, seem unlikely. Or at least shows that there is no obvious reason 
to believe it would be more valuable. 


And so, if slavery was such enormously profitable exploitation, why wasn’ t land in 
slave states more valuable? 


1B. The tariff was disproportionately paid by the North 
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A table from “The Rise of the New York Port” by Robert Greenhalgh looked at the 
percentage of imports were paid by the states of New York, Pennsylvania and 
Massachusetts. 


1821-1830 1831—1840 1841-1850 1851—1860 


New York 46.3 57.8 60 64.4 
Massachusetts 18.9 13.8 18.6 14.2 
Pennsylvania 14.5 8.6 6.8 5.5 

The 3 States 79.7 80.2 80.6 87.1 


Now the fact at 80+% of all imports are going through these states each year doesn’ t 
necessarily mean that they? re paying 80+% of the tariffs. But it probably does. And in 
the year 1859 the port of New York paid roughly 76.67% of all US tariffs. So, for 
that one year, the imports roughly match the tariffs paid, and there’ s no reason to 
expect that, barring minor fluctuations by year, the percent amount a state pays in 
tariffs is going to be about the same as the percent of all imports go through that state. 
Andy Hall looked at the highest tariff revenues of selected ports in the United 
States in FY 1859, and listed off some of the revenues for various ports: 


Port Tariff Revenues 
New York $35.155m 
Boston $5.133m 
Philadelphia $2.262m 

New Orleans $2.120m 

San Francisco $1.352m 
Baltimore $1.011m 


He also made this visualization: 
In the case of New York, Boston and Philadelphia, this appears to match what we know 
about the percent of goods imported through those ports. 


Now the keen observer will see that these are tariffs paid by ports. This doesn' t 
necessarily mean that the “real cost” ofthe tariff was paid by the north, as it is 
possible that these goods arrived in northern ports, where the tariff was paid, and this 
cost was passed on to southern farmers. 


This is why I pointed out that Northern agriculture was bigger than Southern 
agriculture. And according to the National Parks Service, the North had twice as 
much machinery per acre than the South, which translates to 78.79% of all agricultural 
machinery. So even if we presume farmers were hit harder by the tariff because it 
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increased the cost of farm machinery, a disproportionate amount would be paid by the 
North anyway because they bought most of the farm machinery. 

So no, the North was paying slightly more than 80% of the tariff directly and used 
slightly less than 80% of all agricultural machinery. 


The North was paying around 80% of the tariff in both direct and indirect costs. 


The South was not paying the tariff, and slave labour produced perhaps 1/3 of what the 
south way paying based on their population. 

1C. A disproportionate amount of Federal infrastructure funds went to the South 

Not that it matters much, since federal spending in 1860 was $78 million, while the 
GDP of the US was roughly $4,387 million or $4.387 billion. Federal spending 
amounted to 1.78% of GDP in 1860. For what it’ s worth, 42% of all Federal 
infrastructure spending went to the South between 1800 and 1860 (table 5). 


But it was a drop in the bucket so who cares. 


2. The direct benefit of slavery for whites 


2A. The South didn’ t need slaves to grow cotton 

And so we can see that the South did not build the US. And since the argument for a 
BIG white benefit from slavery requires the South paying for the development of the 
United States, this makes the idea that blacks in the South paid for it through their 
labour basically impossible. 


The next question is how much did whites benefit from having black slaves instead of 
having to negotiate a wage? Well that is difficult to tell, but we do have rough estimates 
for the return on investment for slaves compared to railroads and short-term (90 day 
to 180 day) loans. This gives us a rough idea of how profitable slaves were compared 
to “the rest of the economy” : 


Profitability by Investment, “The Economics of American Negro Slavery” 
Table 14, Page 208 
Table 25, Page 220 


Investment Average Profit Rate 
Boston Rails (1845-1860) 8.6 

Southern Rails (1850-1860) 8.5 

Slaves (1830-1860) 12.61 

Short-Term Money (1830-1860) 9.60 

All Rail (1846-1860) 7.16 

Rail Bonds (1857-1860) 7.6 


Now let’ s not sneeze at this, an average profit of 12.61 would be amazing today. But 
remember profits were higher back then than they are today. There were probably 
specific investments that paid better than slaves, but there was probably no CLASS of 
investments that was more profitable than slavery. 
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Now if you' re a free market autist and wondering why everyone didn' t just invest all 
their money in slaves - well why aren' t you finding the most profitable thing to 
invest in today and put all of your money in that? 


But 12.61% profit means 87.39% cost. It means roughly 87.39% of what a slave was 
producing went back into feeding, clothing and sheltering the slaves, as well as paying 
for whatever was needed for him to continue working. 


But what if the South didn' t have slaves? Could they have grown cotton without 
slaves? The answer to that is a resounding yes: 


"Cotton Production, The Growth of the Cotton Industry in America" 


Bales Produced Pounds / Bale Annual Pounds Produced 
Years Annual Average Average Annual Average 
1856-1861 3,816,150 454.2 1.733 
1865-1870 2,475,027 442.8 1.096 
1870-1876 3,999,642 459 1.834 


1861—1865 is the Civil War, and so we can see that cotton production collapsed after 
it. Now it’ s hard to tell exactly due to annual fluctuations, but it seems that cotton 
production matched its pre-war peak around 1871, and went up from there. So yes, 
cotton could be produced without slaves. It shouldn’ t be too hard to believe since 
most white southerners were farmers, and most of the farmers in the United States at 
the time were white, and produced a net food surplus. 


2B. Opportunity denied 

In 1860 slaves were 12.67% of the US population, now while some whites gained 
from that sweet 12.61% profit off of his slaves, the average profit for investment in the 
economy at large was around ~8.5%. So we’ re talking about a 4—5% higher profit 
that people who invested in slaves got compared to what they would have gotten if 
they invested elsewhere. 


'This, right here - this is what SOME whites got from slavery. 


But because of these high profits, a certain amount of investments that could have been 
used on railroads, or shoe factories, or something good - were instead used on more 
slave plantations. This did two things: 


1. It diverted Southern investments into the short-term profits of slavery instead 
of the long-term profits of industry. 

Say you build a shoe factory - that factory has a bunch of machines to work the 
leather and buckles and stuff, that machinery needs people who know how to work it. It 
requires iron and steel, and lubricants. Basically you now have a machine tools 
industry. Now that you have started making them, machine tools in general 
become cheaper for other things, creating investment opportunities in textiles, or in 
metal tea pots and kettles, in coaches, in steam engines. 


A plantation has no such expansion effects; and this, to oversimplify a bit, is why the 
North exploded and the South stagnated. I’ m not blaming the black slaves for it, they 
didn t DO anything, they couldn' t do anything, but it is merely to say that whites 
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would certainly have gone more in the industrial direction if they didn’ t have slaves. 
I m not alone in this speculation, and it is hypothesized that Rome would have 
industrialized if it didn' t have slaves. 


2. It diverted Southern investments away from things that employed white 
workers and toward things that “employed” black slaves. Any white who 
didn’ t own slaves was made poorer by the fact that other whites did, because 
investments were diverted from say railroads, which he could be employed in, 
to slaves. 

Now, whether the total dollar value of the short-term extra profit (again about 4—596) 
some white people got from slaves instead of other investments outweighs the effects 
it had in directing the South down a long-run economic dead end of being an 
agricultural resource economy and the immediate impact of denying the white working 
class in the south better employment opportunities, I don’ t know. 


Intuitively, I think it absolutely made whites worse off. It certainly made working— 
class whites worse off, and it may have even ultimately been worse for the investing 
class who may have ultimately had higher profits in about 20 years if they invested in 
factories. 


Conclusion 

But that was a very theoretical argument. Lots of mays and could haves. It is 
impossible to know for certain whether whites on net benefited from slavery at the 
time. 


However, the BIG argument about the South, through slavery, funding the tariff and 
thus industrial expansion in the North, is absolutely wrong. Dead wrong. 


And really we' re at the point of talking about the additional profit margins of slaves 
versus the denied opportunities for white workers and the long-term economy — 
stagnating effects of slavery. 


Now in this post I have not gone into the cost of the Civil War that was brought on by 
slavery, the damaging political externalities of having a large African population in the 
United States, or the budgetary impact of blacks today. The point of this post was the 
CORE of it; the idea that whites gained significantly from black slavery. 


And whites certainly did not gain significantly. 596 extra profit for the super-rich in 
the South - that may add up to half a percent of GDP of the whole US? If that. 


Whether whites in the US, on aggregate, gained AT ALL is more debateable and more 
sketchy. I strongly feel that we didn’ t, but I don’ t have any data to back it up, just 
economic theory and examples. Certainly the theoretical costs of slavery sound like 
they would dwarf that extra profit, which may add up to 296 of the GDP of the South. 


But once you start thinking in these terms, you’ re a million miles away from “Whites 
in the US today, most of whom descend from immigrants who came after 1865, owe 
their wealth to the profits extracted from slaves" . You' re dealing with very small 
numbers that are going to be dwarfed by the cost of the Civil War and the budgetary 
impact of blacks anyway. 
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SLAVES IN AMERICA WOULD HAVE BEEN SLAVES IN AFRICA 


Summary: 


Based on the fact that 
~41% of all blacks in 
west and central Africa 
prior to European 
conquest were slaves, the 
extreme increase in price 
of slaves from the 

N relatively small increase 
in demand that the 
Atlantic slave trade 
represented, and the anecdotal evidence that more slaves were put to work within 
Africa following Britain’ s global ban on slavery, we can say that the Europeans 
likely did not cause a single black person to be a slave who wasn’ t already going to 
be one. 


Outline: 
1. The Population of West and Central Africa 1500 to 1800. 
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2. The Proportion of Slaves in West and Central Africa. 
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3. The Number of Slaves in West and Central Africa. 
4. Atlantic Slave Disembarkations. 
5. The Inelasticity of Supply. 


6. Our Hands are Clean. 


1. THE POPULATION OF WEST AND CENTRAL AFRICA 1500 TO 1800 


Population Data on Central and West Africa 


WAF proportion of 


Region Year Population CAF 
West Africa 1907 33.385 million 2.606 
Central Africa 1907 12.81 million 

West Africa 1950 70.54 million 2.674 
Central Africa 1950 26.38 million 


Population Estimates for West Africa, Central Africa’ s population inferred as a 
proportion of the West African population estimate based on the trend from 1907 to 
1950: 


WAF proportion of 


Region Year Population CAF (estimate) 
West Africa 1500 20 million 2.361 

Central Africa 1500 8.47 million 

West Africa 1800 25 million 2.453 

Central Africa 1800 10.19 million 
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Some other population estimates that will be used later based on the above 
extrapolations: 


WAF proportion to 


Region Year Population CAF (estimate) 
West Africa 1525 20.42 million 2.369 
Central Africa 1525 8.62 million 

West Africa 1866 30.17 million 2.047 
Central Africa 1866 11.85 million 

West Africa 1675 22.92 million 2.414 
Central Africa 1675 9.49 million 

West Africa 1775 24.58 million 2.445 
Central Africa 1775 10.05 million 

West Africa 1805 25.08 million 2.455 
Central Africa 1805 10.22 million 


And so the populations of West and Central Africa as regions average to 31.83 million 
from 1500 to 1800. 


Central Africa is defined as Chad, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Congo— 


Kinshasa, Congo- Brazzaville, Angola, Equatorial Guinea and Gabon. 

West Africa is defined as Nigeria, Niger, Benin, Togo, Ghana, Ivory Coast, Burkina 
Faso, Mali, Liberia, Sierra Leone, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Senegal, Gambia, Mauritania. 
Population of West Africa in 1500 and 1800 

1950 population numbers 

i lation number 


2. THE PROPORTION OF SLAVES IN WEST AND CENTRAL AFRICA 


Encyclopaedia Britannica’ s Guide to Black History - Slavery 
Encyclopaedia Britannica' s claims for the proportion of slaves in various African 
states 


Approximate Modern 
State Location Years Proportion slave 


*19" century” 
Sokoto Nigeria, Cameroon (1800-1899) “One half” 
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Fulani Jihad States 


Ghana 


Mali 


Segou 


Songhai 


Ouidah 


Kanem-Boru 


Berber- Tuareg 


Senegambia 


Sierra Leone 


Yoruba 


Ashanti 


Duala 


Ibo 


Kongo 


Chokwe 


All West Africa North 


of Coast 


Ghana 


Mali 


Mali 


Mali, Niger 


Benin 


Chad, Niger, Nigeria, 


Libya, Cameroon, 
Sudan, Central 
African Republic, 
Algeria 


Sahel region 


Senegal, Gambia 


Sierra Leone 


Benin, Togo 


Ghana 


Cameroon 


Niger 


Congo 


Angola 


1750—1900 
1076—1600 
1200-1500 
1720—1861 
1464-1720 


“19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


1580-1890 


"Until 1975" 
1300-1900 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
(1800-1899) 


*19" century” 
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“One half” 

“One third" 
“One third" 
“One third" 


“One third” 


“One half” 


“One third” , “40 
percent” 


“15 percent: to 


perhaps 75 percent" 


"One third" 


“One half” 


“One third” 


“One third” 


“One half” 


“One half” 


“One half” 


“One half” 
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(1800-1899) 


If the estimates for the proportion of the population that are slaves are taken as 
precise, it averages to 41.61%. 


If these numbers seem extreme, remember that Athens was said to have been about 
one-third slave. And the whole of the Confederate States of America was 
approximately one-third slave; these are not outrageous numbers for slave societies. 


3. THE NUMBER OF SLAVES IN WEST AND CENTRAL AFRICA 


So we have a good idea of what the population of West and Central Africa was, and we 
have consistent subjective estimates of the proportion of people that were slaves. The 
next question is how many people were alive in West and Central Africa from 1500- 
1800. 


The average age of childbirth in African countries is today around 27. So if we assume 
the average age of motherhood was 25 back in 1500-1800, then we have a generation 
time of 25 years. 


If the average life expectancy was 50 years, then there were roughly 190.98 million 
people who lived in West and Central Africa from 1500—1800. If 41.61% were slaves, 
that would give us 79.45 million slaves within West and Central Africa between 1500 
and 1800. 

Using the above data we can also say that there were roughly 242.32 million people 
who lived in Africa from 1525 to 1866, and of those, roughly 100.82 million were 
slaves. 


4. GLOBAL SLAVE TRADE CONTEXT 


Roughly 12.5 million slaves landed in the United States between 1525 and 1866 to 
the Americas. Given that 11.996 of slaves died over the middle passage, this amounts 
to 14.22 million slaves having disembarked from Africa to the Americas. Over that 
same period, we would expect there to have been 242.32 million people to have lived 
in Africa, and of those 100.82 million would have been slaves between 1525 and 1866. 
In addition, from 1500 to 1800, there were approximately 22 million slaves sold 
from Africa to the rest of the world - primarily the middle east and India. While not 
the exact same years as 1525 to 1866, we can presume that between 1525 and 1866, 
roughly 25 million African slaves were sold to the rest of the world based on the annual 
rate of slaves sold from 1500 to 1800. 

And so based on the size of the total African slave trade (Within— Africa, Atlantic, and 
Rest of World) from 1525 to 1866 was around 140.04 million. The Atlantic Slave 
Trade was 14.22 million, or about 10.15% of the total African slave trade at the time. 


o. THE INELASTICITY OF SUPPLY 


Elasticity of supply is simply a fancy way of saying “does quantity supplied increase 
in response to an increase in demand?" . For slaves, if the supply is "elastic" , that 
means that the suppliers of slaves can easily supply more slaves if the demand goes 
up. If itis “inelastic” , that means the suppliers can’ t easily get more slaves just 
because more people are willing to buy them. 


If the supply is inelastic, then any increase in demand will simply result in the price of 
slaves increasing. For example, if the supply of slaves was totally fixed and could not 
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be increased, then new buyers would simply bid out some of the previous buyers for 
whom slaves are now too expensive. This would mean that the arrival of European 
slave buyers would not increase the number of slaves, but would merely increase their 
number. 


And here we can actually compare the price of slaves in Africa, the number of slaves 
shipped to the Americas in the prior 25 years (roughly the generation time), their 
price in Africa, and the Atlantic Slave Trade as a percentage of the overall slave trade 
in Central and West Africa. 


Price of slaves in Africa, number of slaves shipped to the Americas, est. number of 
slaves in West and Central Africa, and the Atlantic Slave Trade as a proportion of the 
overall slave trade in West and Central Africa by year 


Number of slaves Atlantic Slave Trade as 
Price of shipped to the Estimated number of proportion of overall slave 
Slave IN Americas in prior slaves in West and Centraltrade in West and Central 


Year AFRICA 25 years Africa Africa 
3.33 

1675 . pounds 0.488 million 13.486 million 3.492% 
18.43 

1775 | pounds 1.925 million 14.410 million 11.785906 
26.86 

1805 . pounds 2.009 million 14.688 million 12.032% 


Slaves shipped to Africa by year available here 


Price of slaves in Africa by year available here 

Now the extreme increase in price in response to the very small increase in quantity 

demanded that the Atlantic Slave Trade represented is evidence that Africans 

couldn’ t readily just increase the supply of slaves. Le. there wasn’ t much or any 
“excess supply” with which to supply the Europeans. And so they would have to 

either sell some of their slaves they were already using, or pick up arms and go try to 

enslave some peoples who up to that point had managed to resist enslavement. 


Moreover, the price increases are not necessarily entirely caused by the increase in 
demand over those years. It’ s impossible to say with any precision what caused the 
price increases. But the general pattern is of extreme PRICE inelasticity, with an 
8.293% increase in relative quantity demanded coinciding with a 453.453% increase in 
price, and then a 0.247% increase in relative quantity demanded coinciding with a 
45.741% increase in price. 


Again, there are all sorts of factors that could be at play that I don’ t know about. 
However, the limited data that exists points to extreme price inelasticity, which is 
evidence of inelasticity of quantity supplied - which is a long way of saying “it looks 
like the Africans couldn’ t increase the number of slaves, that the supply was fixed, 
and as a result when new buyers came along, the price just shot through the roof." 
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According to the Encyclopaedia Britannica article: 


"After the limiting and then abolition of the transatlantic slave trade, a number of 
these African societies put slaves to work in activities such as mining gold and raising 
peanuts, coconuts (palm oiD, sesame, and millet for the market." 


- Of course that is not data, but merely a subjective impression being that the end of 
the Atlantic Slave Trade did not result in fewer black slaves. They just remained in 
Africa. 


And when ~40% of the population is enslaved, and people resist with violence being 
enslaved, it is certainly not difficult to imagine that the supply of slaves was probably 
quite inelastic. 


6. OUR HANDS ARE CLEAN 


'The life of a slave in the Americas was certainly better than the life of a slave in 
Africa. It s possible that the average non- slave African had a better life than the 
average slave in the Americas, but that’ s not the relevant comparison. 


Now let’ s say that the Atlantic Slave Trade did not create a single slave, that it 
merely moved slaves from Africa to the Americas, where they ended up having a 
better life and a better chance of surviving (even taking into account the middle 
passage, which later generations would not have to endure anyway). 


Would we then say that the Europeans engaged in a wicked act? Consider that if the 
Europeans did not engage in this act, those slaves would have remained in Africa, 
where they would have been more likely to die, where their lives would have been 
worse - still slaves. In this case, the Atlantic Slave Trade IMPROVED their lives 
relative to have been a slave in Africa. 


It’ s not honestly arguable that the Atlantic Slave trade improved the lives of black 
slaves. Did it increase the number of slaves? Well, there’ s no way to know, as the 
data is too fuzzy. Africa today doesn’ t have very good records, let alone Africa in 
1500. 


We can speculate that it did, as higher prices for slaves could cause more people to be 
willing to take the risks involved in acquiring slaves. On the other hand, a higher price 
of slaves could cause traders and governments to take fewer slaves, as they wouldn' t 
need to take so many. So we can speculate that an increase in demand would reduce 
the number of slaves produced as well as speculate that it could increase the number 
of slaves produced. And since the data is not of a high enough resolution to detect 
whatever swing occurred as a result of the Atlantic Slave trade, the point is moot. 


And everything points to no increase in the number of Africans who were slaves, at 
least not to any detectable degree. And if there was a slight increase in blacks 
enslaved, it is certainly less than the 12.5 million that disembarked made it to the 
Americas, and in exchange those 12.5 million had a better chance of surviving, and 
certainly their progeny had a much better life than those who remained in Africa. 


We did not cause them to be slaves, nor was it our duty to buy their freedom. Nobody 
would be cursing Europeans if they did not buy a single slave from Africa. Yet if 
Europeans did not buy a single slave, those Africans would have been worse off. But 
by doing something that made them better off compared to inaction, Europeans are 
condemned as if we caused their enslavement. 
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The Africans were slaves to themselves well before we came along. We caused none 
of it, only bettered their conditions and ensured their eventual freedom. 


341|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


AMERICAN SEGREGATION 
When I was younger, I would read world atlases. And sometimes I would come to an 
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article, say an article on the country Colombia, and it would say that Colombia is a 
world leader in coffee production, then list off some other “cash crops” . Then it 
would go into the growing textiles sector, and mention that it has some problem with 
debt. Maybe it’ s a leading producer of phosphates as well or something. And if you 
read all of this qualitative, subjective description, you would never realize that 
Colombia was poor. It' s not until you got to “per capita GDP” that you would 
discover that it was $3,000 per capita. 


You could also have someone qualitatively describe a football game between Auburn 
and Alabama. And they could do highlights, and describe some of the big plays, and you 
wouldn' t know that Alabama completely steamrolled Auburn until you looked at the 
box score. 


Or imagine if your son was “describing” qualitatively and subjectively how he was 
doing in his classes. As a parent you don’ t care, you want to see the damn grades. 


And so the effects of segregation on blacks. What does the data say? Because in school 
when segregation is taught, it’ s the equivalent of describing a football game by just 
looking at the highlights and not the box score. It’ s cat-lady Storytime. 


Well, there are a few big go-to topics that popped into my mind to try to quantify the 
effects of segregation on blacks: cops and courts, schools, income and lynching. So 
those were the go-to topics that I used. 


1. Incarceration rate 
The incarceration rate for blacks relative to whites has increased at least since 
1930, probably long before that. So in terms of blacks being targeted for being sent to 
prison, it looks like they were substantially less targeted compared to today. 

Odds of a black individual going to prison relative to whites by year 
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Year Black multiple of white 

1930 2.64 

1940 9.62 

1950 8.90 

1960 4.09 

1970 5.04 

1980 5.01 

1990 6.63 

Odds of a black individual going to prison relative to non-Hispanic whites by year 

Year Black multiple of non- Hispanic white 
2000 (7.32 

2010 6.16 


So if the legal systems were unfair during segregation, they appear to be even more 
unfair today. Or perhaps they weren' t unfair during segregation, are unfair today, or 
perhaps the laws are different today in a way that disparately impacts blacks more 
than they did in the past. 


There are all sorts of things we can speculate, but it’ s not immediately or obviously 
apparent, from the data, that the legal system was particularly keen on incarcerating 
blacks compared to today. 


2. Prison sentences 

For prison sentences, the numbers have been remarkably stable. When you look at 
length of prison terms for blacks compared to whites after the FIRST release from 
prison, it’ s very close. 


'The first release data 1s important because none of these are repeat offenders. Repeat 
offenders get more time, and blacks are more likely to be repeat offenders. 


That said, based on the data below, blacks serve roughly ~15% longer prison terms for 
their first term. It could be because the crimes blacks commit within each category are, 
on average, more severe. It could be racial bias on the part of judges. 


Or it could be that blacks have worse courtroom behaviour, as when IQ is controlled 
for, the racial gap in prison sentences goes away. 


But what you don' t see is blacks having longer prison sentences during 
segregation. 
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in State and Federal 


Prisons 
Type of Offense 1952 1964 2009 
Homicide 1.056 1.109 1.202 
Robbery 1.152 0.973 1.188 
Assault 1 0.954 1.111 
Burglary 1.136 1.158 1.067 
Theft 1.188 1.063 1.091 
Fraud 1.333 l 
Rape 1.242 N/A 
Other Sexual Assault |l 1.241 0.854 
Drug Crimes 0.8333 1.031 1.154 
Other 1 1.071 0.85 
|All Crime 


Now what if we looked at median prison time served just in the South, and back in 


1937 - smack in the middle of 


“Jim Crow” | - and included repeat offenders, of 
which black inmates are a higher proportion today? The result is not that much 
different from the entire US today: 


Black Multiple of White Median Time Served for ALL Releases in 14 Southern States 


in State and Federal Prisons 


Type of Offense 1937 
Homicide 1.345 
Robbery 1 
Assault 1.103 
Burglary 1.149 
(Theft 1.033 
Fraud N/A 
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Rape 1.265 
Other Sexual Assault 1.154 
Drug Crimes N/A 

Other 0.955 
AII Crime 1.189 


Remember, the 1937 data is JUST from the South, supposedly the hot seat of bigotry, 
and includes repeat offenders. 


Homicide data is an unweighted average of each category. In 1937 and 1952 they used 
Murder and Manslaughter, in 1964 they just had Homicide, and in 2009 they had 
Murder, Negligent Manslaughter and Non—Negligent Manslaughter. 


In case you think I am cherry-—picking the years to paint a particular narrative, these 
are literally just the years used in the Bureau of Justice report I am citing. 


And so what we can see is that the black-white incarceration gap is wider today than 
it was in 1930. In addition, the racial gap in sentence length for first offenders does not 
appear to have changed at all. Even the data that INCLUDED repeat offenders just in 
the South in 1937 doesn' t differ that much from the first-time offender data 
nationally and later. 


And so this makes the idea that the current US legal system was more biased against 
blacks during segregation than it is today SEEM false. 


3. Lynching 
A related topic to this is lynching. From Richard M. Perloff, Professor of 
Communication at Cleveland State University: 

"Approximately 4,742 individuals were lynched between 1882 and 1968; of the 
victims, 3,445 or 73 percent were Black." 


Alllynching s were in response to a claimed offense, such as a rape or stealing cattle. 
Blacks were 72.65% of all recorded lynching’ s while being ~26.87% of the population 
of the South at the time. 


The Black population of the Southern US 1880-1970 averages 26.87% at each 
decade. And so based on their population alone, if lynching’ s were race- neutral, and 
we knew nothing about race differences in violent crime going in, we would expect 
26.87% of all lynching’ s to be of blacks. Blacks comprised 72.65% of all lynching’ s, 
giving them a representation 2.70 times their population. 

However, according to Wikipedia, most lynching s occurred between 1882 and 1920, 
and during that time period the average black population was 31.76% of the southern 
US population. Using this number, blacks as a percentage of lynching’ s are only 2.29 


times their percentage of the population. 
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If we split the difference and just say that the black population of the south was 
29.32% of the total population, then blacks as a percentage of lynching’ s was 2.48 
times their percentage of the population. 

By comparison, in 2010, blacks comprised 12.6% of the total US population, but were 
38.13% of the population charged for violent crimes, giving them a representation 
3.03 times their population. 


And so by raw numbers the lynch mobs appear to be slightly less racially targeting 
than the current US legal system is. Here are those numbers put in a table: 


Percent of 

Percent of Violent Crime Percent of 

Population Incarcerations Lynching’ s Proportion 
Blacks in the 
South 1880— 
1970 26.87% 5 72.65% 2.70 
Blacks in the 
whole US 2010 12.696 31.1396 = 3.03 


4. Income 


This is where arguments regarding the negative effects of segregation start to have 
some backing in data. Looking at census data from 1948, we can see that black income 
as a proportion of white income went from around 44% in 1948 to about 80% in 2000. 
'This looks like a massive effect from desegregation on its face: 


Historical Ratio of Black and White 
(White$/Black$) 


Source: US Census Bureau 


However, there is some interesting data 
from 1880. If you just look within regions, the racial gap is Bes less. At that time, 
black workers earned on median 37% of what white workers earned. However, if you 
just looked at the south, blacks earned 58% of what white workers earned. So just with 
that regional control we’ re already almost half way to the current black-white income 
ratio. 


Black South 90.47% $74.96 08.36% 


Population and wage income by race and region in 1880 


Percent of Total RacePer Labourer Income Black % of White 
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White South 24.32% $128.45 
Black Not-South 9.53% $194.44 73.51% 
White Not- South (75.68% $264.52 


But the paper did something else - it looked at black labour income relative to whites, 
but just looked a rural southern whites and blacks, and only looked at labour income. 
And in that instance, black income was 89% of white income: 


"VERSES &+ VIGLA GIN VUES HEVING "73 FAS (199V Ww um 
Southern Southern 
Rural Rural Southern National 
Labor Total Total Total 
income” income? income" income” 
Per capita Black $36.93 $ 40.01 $ 41.81 $ 48.17 
Income White $46.93 $ 65.43 $ 80.79 $145.56 
B/W Ratio 9 61 53 34 
Average Black $66.21 $ 71.73 $ 74.96 $ 86.35 
Worker White $74.62 $104.03 $128.45 $231.43 And so when you look at 
Income* B/W Ratio .89 .69 .58 .37 the same region, and the 


same kind of work, and just compare the wages of workers, the black-white income 
gap in the rural South was only 11%, lower than it is today. And that difference could 
very plausibly be due to blacks having fewer skills on average in 1880. 


I would be interested to see similar thin slices just looking at urban blacks in the south 
vs. urban whites in the south, and urban blacks in the north to urban whites in the 
north. I suspect that the more you held constant region and urban/rural divide, the 
smaller the racial gap would be. 


Which is to say, that it seems like much of the black- white income gap could have 
been a function of blacks living in rural areas (which were poorer back then) and living 
in the south (which was poorer back then). 


In addition, we can see that the narrowing of the black-white income gap roughly 
corresponds with blacks moving out of the south. This is not a 1:1 correlation, but it is 
does suggest that simply moving out of the south, which began in earnest around 
1910, is part of the explanation for the narrowing of the black-white income gap: 
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Percentage of African American 
population living in the American South 
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And in the north, where more of the blacks were slaves who had earned their freedom 
before 1865, black wages as a proportion of white wages were higher. In fact blacks in 
the north were wealthier than whites in the south for quite some time. 


Moreover, the narrowing of the black- white income gap at the national level occurred 
almost entirely during segregation. So to say that the smaller amount of narrowing 
that occurred following desegregation was in fact a result of desegregation is 
something that sounds kind of plausible - there’ s certainly a little story you can tell 
- but there’ s very little data for it. The most you could say is that there was a brief 
acceleration of the narrowing of the black-white income gap immediately after 1965, 
but that could be a coincidence, and even if you want to say it was a result of the civil 
rights act, then the acceleration versus a continuation of the previous trend is still only 
going to be like 2%. 

Now as for why the black-white income gap narrowed from 1948 (at least) to 2000, 
that’ s another topic. I suspect much of it has to do with the economic rise of the south 
and the migration of blacks away from the rural economy. Also this higher income may 
not have corresponded with a rise in living standards relative to whites since the cost 
of living may have increased, but that’ s more speculative. But desegregation doesn’ t 
appear to have any relevance to it. 


So even the narrowing of the black-white income gap, long touted as prime evidence 
that segregation was previously suppressing black wages, the evidence is not so clear 
on that. 
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5. Wealth and Employment 

Two more things to consider is that up until the 1950' s blacks had employment 
rates similar to that of whites. And the unemployment rate in blacks grew much more 
after 1965: 


Unemployment Rate (96) 
o 
o 


1860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000 


And in terms of 


-= White Men —=— Black Men wealth, black 


wealth as a 


proportion of 
AVEI d€ rai; VV CadlLll Uy Mdle/Ctill CILY, L17097 LULO, : 
aE mice white wealth has 


remained 


oU0,00X 


0 $677,656 


WHITE 


$:3UU,UUI 


$ZUU,UUL 


1983, Whites held 
5x more wealth than 
African Americans 


1983, Whites held 
5x more wealth 


than Hispanics 


$136,221 


$100.000 23136,2771 


b e $1 )0 ) O $112,22 
$95,351 $100,001 nnd 


“AFRICAN AMERICAN Si HISPANIC 


$18,892 : 
NONWHITE 


89'92'95'98'01'04'07'10'13 1963 83 89'92'95'98'01'04'C 


Sources: Urban Institute calculations from Survey of Financial Characteristics of Consumers 1962 (December 31), Survey of Changes in Family Finances 1963, and Survey of Consumer Finances 
1983-2013. 


Notes: 2013 dollars. No comparable data are available between 1963 and 1983. African American/Hispanic distinction within nonwhite population available only in 1983 and later. 
Moreover, I would say that the absolute —— 
disparity is more important than the black-white ratio. Because let’ s say you have 

$10 and Bob has $100. That’ s a $90 gap. Depending on your job, that’ sa day’ s 

wage, or half a day’ s wage. Now if you have $100 and Bob has $900, now you’ re 

looking at multiple days’ wage. And so on and so on. So even though the relation is 

the same, the practical importance of the gap is growing. Also just the total dollar 

amount difference is increasing. And these are all in “2013 dollars” , which adjusts 

for inflation. 
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And so when people say that the relative economic situation of blacks has improved 
relative to whites since segregation, they' re looking at one thing: nominal income at 
the national level. They' re not looking at employment, at wealth, or how much, if at 
all, the income gap has narrowed when controlling for what region of the country 

we’ re looking at, orif it’ s urban or rural. 


6. Schools 

Another argument that segregation depressed black economic success is their lower 
school funding. On average, from 1890 to 1950, the average of how much each state 
spent on black schools as a proportion of what they spent on white schools was 
56.96%. So they had less funding. 

But funding for what? For “better teachers” ? What’ sa “better teacher” ? What has 
been found in the US is that increased real spending on schools has not increased 
overall performance since the 1970s, and more importantly voucher studies have 
shown that the school an individual goes to has no real impact on either GPA, 
standardized test scores or future college attendance. 

So the fact that additional funding didn' t matter in 1970 is one thing. But did it matter 
from 1870 to 1954? 


Well, we don' t have regular standardized tests from that time period, but we do 
have a nationally representative IQ test done in 1917 for all US army conscripts for 
World War 1. In it blacks scored a median of 83 compared to the white score that was 
set to 100. Today the black median is still at 85. Okay, two points. And my guess is 


they were hollow for “g” anyway. 

Certainly there were journalists at the time who did “investigative journalism” and 

wrote anecdotal reports of how bad the black schools were. Michael Moore does 
“investigative journalism” today too about how great the Cuban healthcare system is. 

Walter Duranty visited the USSR in the 1930s and came back writing glowing reviews 

of the benevolent, if firm, policies of Stalin. 


Maybe they were telling the truth, maybe they were making things up, who knows. 


Black schools were probably worse, but the question is how much worse really? And 
for most people, did it even matter? Most of what people learn in school they forget 
anyway, so aside from literacy and basic math, the practical importance of school 
would be minimal for most people at that time. 

And the culture of school credentials as a signal to employers hadn’ t developed yet, 
so at the time any “educational disadvantages” blacks had, whatever they were and if 
any, would not matter in terms of credential—signalling because that hadn’ t developed 
yet, and in terms of knowledge beyond basic literacy and math - that all gets forgotten 
anyway. 


7. Countrymen? 

This section is a bit of a digression. In a broader sense, blacks weren' t seen as 
legitimate countrymen to some extent for some time in the region. And so since the 
blacks were viewed as “foreigners” to southern whites, who to some extent viewed 
northern whites as foreigners as well, they didn’ t think they owed the blacks equal 
school funding any more than they owed people from Peru or Romania or China equal 
school funding. 
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Le. the black- white gap in school funding meant as much to them as the American 
Chinese gap in school funding, as both the Chinese and the blacks were foreign to the 
southern whites. 


Now you can have whatever opinion you want about it, and say that blacks were 
rightful countrymen of southern whites, and really pound your fists in self-righteous 
certainty about it because you “know it to be true” . That’ s certainly your viewpoint. 


But understand that it is just your viewpoint, and when you realize that the southern 
whites viewed blacks the way we look at illegal immigrants today, and that the times 
during which either repatriation of blacks to Africa or creating a separate black country 
out of land in the US were serious proposals were still in living memory at the time. 


Today blacks have been part of the US for so long that such proposals probably seem 
bizarre to you. And they would bizarre and cruel if implemented today. But also 
remember that the US had to impose military governments in the south in order to pass 
the 14th amendment that gave the blacks citizenship. And Oregon, New Jersey and 
Ohio renounced their ratification of the 14th amendment after the fact in protest of this 
action. 


Obviously is was a symbolic gesture, but it showed that opposition to the way the 14th 
amendment was passed wasn' t considered some kooky fringe idea at the time. Of 
course it is now because if you bring up the use of military governments in passing the 
14th amendment - well, “only racists talk about that” , so it just gets dismissed. 


But yes, understand that the 14th amendment was seen like granting “amnesty” to 
the illegals is today - it would be creating an alternative method of granting citizenship 
for a specific group of non-citizens in the US today. 


(And the fact that more whites supported granting citizenship to the black slaves at the 
time than supporting granting amnesty to illegals today is support for a theory I have 
about whites in the past being more “neurologically left-wing” even if they would be 
considered today to hold “far-right” positions by today’ s standards.) 


Conclusion 

The beginning of my line of thinking here was the cases involving George Zimmerman 
and Derrick Wilson. Among the general public there was controversy. But among the 
jurors, there was no controversy, the cop (in the case of Wilson) and the want to—be 
cop (in the case of Zimmerman) were unanimously found to be not guilty. And there 
were riots and protests in response to these events, and protesters would use these 
events as examples of a “white supremacist” society. 


The jurors certainly knew more facts about each case than the general public did. 
Moreover, whites are more likely to believe Zimmerman and Wilson were justified, 
and whites do better on tests of current events knowledge. In addition, males, who 
do better on current events knowledge tests than females, also were more satisfied 
with the Zimmerman verdict than women, and women do worse on current events 
knowledge tests. Also, people with higher education levels approved the verdict as 
well. 

'Thus, all three factors that correlate with general political and current events 
knowledge (being white, being male and having lots of time in school) also correlate 
with approving the Zimmerman trial verdict. And the people who had the MOST 
knowledge - the jurors - unanimously found Zimmerman not guilty. 
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If you go by the literature in news media talking about “institutional racism” and 

“white privilege" , it’ s not immediately obvious that the aggregate of all media is any 
less obsessed with the plight of the coloured' s than they were in 1964. Maybe they 
were, but I have no way to really tell. 


But let’ s say Derrick Wilson killed “the gentle giant” in 1961. There was no 
internet in 1961, what you knew about the events was what a few major news outlets 
chose to report. As it happens, a jury also found J.W. Milam and Roy Bryant not guilty 
of murder in their killing of Emmett Till. And what do you know about that event? Do 
the facts you know of the Emmett Till verdict seem to paint a one-sided story to 
where it is unbelievable, yes, unbelievable that a jury would find Bryant and Milam not 
guilty? 


Because we all know that the courts in the South were incredibly unfair to the blacks? 
Except there’ s no real data to support that at the time, and victim surveys from 
modern times correspond with the police arrest rates, and police are more likely to 
kill a white person in any given arrest situation, are more likely to shoot blacks in 
simulations, and the black percentage of killing cops is higher than their percentage of 
being killed by cops. And in fact the black incarceration rate relative to whites is 
HIGHER than it was during segregation. 

As shown in previous articles, modern “institutional racism” in terms of police and 
court bias, call backs and educational opportunities are very easily revealed to be 
phantasms - or at the very least the issue of whether or not they exist is much more 
complex than the basic statistics you hear on Tumblr and HuffPo posts would suggest. 
Recent studies have shown that residential racial segregation has increased in the 


United States. This is an improvement over older studies which simply looked at cities 
and the percentage of each race in the cities. These newer methods actually look at the 
likelihood of you having a neighbour of a different race, and find that racial segregation 
is increasing. 

We already know that schools are more segregated than they were during the late 
1960s. Now this is a profound thing; you’ ve been to school. You had first-hand 
experience with how racially segregated they were. THAT was close to what it was 
like during Jim Crow that we hear so many stories about. Sot: how segregated did it 
seem? 


In other places on this site, Sean and I make arguments about how currently, blacks 
and Hispanics are not getting a raw deal in employment, courts or education. But what 
surprised me was just how much, looking into the past, the old days seem so similar to 
today in terms of the lot of blacks compared to whites. 


They are drawn parallel. The past is not far away, it’ sright here. 60 years ago was 
yesterday. 


COLONIALISM 


COLONIALISM DID NOT MAKE AFRICA POOR 
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Africa is a big place 
with a lot of history, 
but is treated as a 
single entity in modern political discussions. Before going over the charts, consider 
this: 

In 1950, the continent of Africa (including North Africa) had a population of 230 
million. 


In 2015, that number had increased to 1,166 million (1.166 billion). 


'This is a QUINTUPLING of the population. Is Europe directly responsible for that? Did 
they pay Africans to overbreed? This, THE most important factor in Africa’ s standard 
of living, is simply not mentioned. 

Oh, and by the way, props to the George Bush' s Foundation for saving an estimated 
1 million African lives with your initiatives; the continent really needed that. 


That aside. first, let’ s just look at purchasing power parity per capita in Africa by 
year and see if colonization corresponded to any big shifts: 
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Looking at this, the answer 
seems to be no. There' s 
nothing that really pops out at 
you. Contrary to either 
narrative, it seems 
colonialism neither helped nor 
hurt. Also that Africa didn’ t 
really get any poorer overall 
following decolonization. 


I think colonialism is a big 
thing politically, basically the 
whole world being painted a 
few European colours, but 
this may overstate how 
important it was 
economically. 


This next chart compares Africa to China, India and Japan over the same years: 
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At first I was going to fix the 
scale and just blow up the 
differences between India, 
China and Africa. But I like the 
perspective this gives. 


Another thing that calls into 
question the impact of 
colonialism is when we look at 
the variation between former 
colonies after 1960. First 

let’ s look at the nominal GDP 
per capita (not PPP) of South 
Korea, Zimbabwe and 
Botswana between 1960 and 
1975: 


All super poor. Korea was not 
a European colony, of course, 
but it’ s important to know 


that in 1960 East Asia, including China (as seen above), was every bit as poor as 
Africa. Following 1975 the trajectory changed. Zimbabwe doesn’ t have statistics for a 
few years, but I think we can piece together what’ s in there: 
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So is colonialism responsible for 
Zimbabwe being poor, but slightly less so 
for Botswana, because Botswana started 
to have major economic growth around 
1985 (Botswana became independent in 
1966)? 


And it’ s not like Europeans taking over 
Africa was decided before any of this. It 
was itself a product of Africa being poor 
and thus easy to take over ( "conquer" 
would overstate what Europe had to do) 

- and Europe being in an age where they 


were still willing to do that kind of thing. The Congo Free State for example was 


established by roughly 200 Europeans. 


We can also break this down country by country and ask whether nation' s that were 
more colonized ended up being poorer or richer. The answer, whether you measure 
colonization by the number of Europeans who went there or the amount of time that a 
colony lasted there, is that more colonized nations ended up being richer. 
Eaverly and Levine (2012). 
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We regress Log GDP per capita and infant mortality on the number of years the island spent as a colony of 
à European power. Columns (1), (2), (4), (6) and (7) are OLS. Columns (3), (5) and (8) are two stage least 
squares where we instrument for centuries of colonial rule or the first year as a colony using the 12 month 


ave 
(1) 
Log GDP 
Capita 


0.413 
(0.065)** 


First Year a Colony 


Final Year A Colony 


Remained A Colony in 2000 


AbsiLatitude ) 


Area in millions of sq km 


Island is in Pacific 


Island is in Atlantic 


Constant 


Now, you might say that this is all because more Europeans went to, and what stay 
longer at, richer African nations. You can say that, but you' re going to need some 


7.524 
(0.166)** 


(2) 
Log GDP 
Capita 


0.450 
(0.083)** 


0.048 
(0.011)** 


0.615 
(0.400) 
6.172 
(0.526)** 
80 
0.578 


and standard deviation of the east-west wind 


(3) 
Log GDP 
Capita - 

IV 


0.441 
(0.157)** 


0.048 
(0.01 1)** 
-20.984 
(3.961)** 
0.767 
(0.522) 
0.622 
(0.410) 
6.192 
(0.659)** 
80 
0.578 


for each island 

(4) (5) 

LogGDP Log GDP 
Capita Capita- 

IV 
-0.396 -0.545 
(0.101)** (0232)* 
0.014 0.007 
(0.014) (0.017) 
0.800 0.732 
(0.149)**  (0206)** 
0.039 0.042 
(0.0011)** (0013)** 
-20429 -23.791 
(4.7075*  (6.169)** 
0.747 0.944 
(0.470) (0.569) 
0427 0.298 
(0.367) (0.403) 
13.673 16.356 
(1.942)** = (4.173)** 
80 80 
0.642 0.630 


(6) 0) [ 
Infant Infant In 
Mortality Mortality Moi 
Per 1000 Per 1000 Per 
— 
-2.801 -2.611 *— 
(1.156)* (1.259)* (4 
-0.763 
(0211)** (0; 
263.524 3 
(149986)* (143 
-7.427 - 
(9.498) (1 
-7.349 
(8.581) ( 
24.771 41.579 
(3.677)°*  (10898)** (18. 
80 80 
0.080 0.353 


Robust standard errors in parentheses. We cluster at the island group level since several of the islands (e.g 
the Cook Islands and the Federated States of Micronesia) are used as separate observations from a cluster 


of nolitically related vet oenoranhically distinct land 


110 


0.047 


0.00 


12.72 


0.047 
0.00 
6.328 


108 
0.6 
0.00 
95.92 


78 
0.182 
0.00 
14.68 


Feyrer and Sacerdote (2006) 


110 
0.361 
0.00 
27.53 


(0.00) 


98 


0.244 
0.00 
36.09 


evidence. And that evidence will need to take into account the fact that the amount of 


precious metals in an area does not predict the degree to which it was colonized by 
Europeans (Eaverly and Levine 2012). 


The pro-colonialism case is strengthened further by the fact that the degree to which 
an area was colonized also predicts its future quality of education and government 
quality, and these variables moderate the relationship between colonization and modern 


wealth (Eaverly and Levine 2012). 


There is little systematic evidence that colonialism made Africa poor. 
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SOUTH AFRICA 


'The impact of European colonialism on the world is often described as being 
profoundly negative. The popular view is that Europeans came, stole resources, 
destroyed cultures, and committed mass murder all over the earth. By contrast, the 
prevailing view 100 years ago was that Europe was supplying the world with advanced 
institutions which they would not develop on their own and, in so doing, was civilizing 
the world. 


Either of these theories might be true, and, to some extent, they both are. It is 
obviously correct that Europe took resources from places, killed some number of 
people, and ended various indigenous cultural practices. It is also obviously true that 
Europe set up various institutions, such as capitalism and democracy, in various parts 
of the world which had not developed these things on their own. 


A broad look at the empirical evidence suggests that European colonization helped 
most people more than it hurt them. Research has shown that the longer, or more 
heavily, a place was colonized by Europeans the richer it ended up being today 
(Eaverly and Levine, 2012; Feyrer and Sacerdote, 2006). Moreover, in the 20th 
century Africa, which is the centre of much of the colonization debate, saw tremendous 
net gains in both wealth and population size (Manning, 2013; Roser; 2016) 


I find this broad view compelling, but discussions on colonialism are rarely about the 
broad view. Instead, people like to talk about the anecdotal experiences of particular 
countries at particular times, and no anecdote is more often talked about than South 
African apartheid. 


In this article, I will examine the history of South Africa as a case study in European 
colonialism. 
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BLACK ORIGINS 


'The earliest people known to have occupied South Africa were a type of African called 
Khosians. Khosians are not the group of people most people think of when they think 
of Black South Africans. Those are Bantus. Bantu Africans and Khosians Africans look 
different, traditionally spoke different languages, and lived different sorts of lives. If 
we turned the clock back 4 thousand years, we would find that the southern half of the 
African continent was almost entirely inhabited by Khosians. 

Sometime roughly 3,000 years ago, Bantu Africans began expanding out of eastern and 
central Africa. As they expanded, they displaced many of the African peoples who had 
previously lived there. The degree to which this expansion occurred via violence, 
disease, out breeding, or other means, is unknown. 


By 1,000 AD, the Bantu had reached most of South Africa. However, most of the 
people there were still Khosians. When the Portuguese arrived in South Africa in the 
1400' s, they encountered very few Bantu. 

As the Bantu expanded, they divided into tribes which then went to war with one 
another over land. In several African nations, a specific Bantu tribe came to dominate 
the others and then set up an empire. This occurred in South Africa as well. In the 
1810’ s and 1820' s, the Zulus conquered many neighboring African tribes and formed 
the Zulu empire. This empire went on to last almost until South Africa was entirely 
under White rule. 


WHITE ORIGINS 


The first White colony in the southern tip (cape) of South Africa was established in 
1653 by the Dutch East India company and was intended to supply ships traveling by 
Africa with food and other supplies. As time went on, the Dutch needed ever more food 
and so expanded. This led to them warring with locals in 1659, 1673, and 1677, in 
what are known as the "Khoi-Dutch wars “ 
In 1795, the cape was invaded and conquered by the British. Thousands of Dutch 
decided that they did not want to live under British rule and so made the "great trek" 
into the heart of South Africa and set up several independent nations. These Dutch 
nations were largely pre-industrial and so their inhabitants came to be known as 
“Boers” , the Dutch word for farmer. 


WARS FOR SOUTH AFRICA 


In thelate 19th century, there were wars in South Africa between the British and 
Bantu tribes, the Boers and Bantu Tribes, the British and the Boers, and Bantu tribes 
vs other Bantu Tribes. 
Basically, a ton of people wanted land in South Africa and were willing to kill for it. In 
the end, the British won and united South Africa under their rule after defeating the 
Boers, and the Zulu, among other groups, and passing the South Africa act of 1909, 
which set up a single state to rule over the whole area. This lasted until 1948, when 
South Africa declared independence from Britain and “apartheid” , which means 
“separation” , formally began. 


THE RISE OF APARTHEID 


While the South African government did not obtain independence from Britain until 
1948, the beginnings of Apartheid can be traced back to the land act of 1913. This law 
made it illegal for Whites to sell land to Blacks and vice versa. By this point, Whites 
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had already conquered or purchased the vast majority of South African land and this 
law was designed to make sure that this would not change. 

Between this time and the 1960' s, the Apartheid government passed many laws 
which further segregated the races. For instance, inter—racial marriage was banned. 


'The most often talked about policy of South Africa was the creation of the Bantustans. 
These were designated “homelands” for Black South Africans. The Apartheid 
government forcibly moved millions of Blacks from multi-racial areas of South Africa 
into these Bantustans. 

As explained in the report of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, the people 
who established the Bantustans gave the following rational for their motives: 

"NP politicians portrayed the homelands as a moral response to South 
Africa s ‘multi-national’ reality. Apartheid theorists believed that South 
Africa was a country containing a number of nations, each developed to a 
greater or lesser degree. Freedom, they posited, could be realized only by 
providing the opportunity for each of these nations to exist and develop 
along its own lines." 

However, critics are quick to point out that the Bantustans consisted of less than a 
quarter of South Africa’ s land even though Blacks made up an overwhelming majority 
of the nation' s population. 


Bantustan 
territories Bantustans also suffered 
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SOUTH AFRICA The original hope of 
the designers of the 
Bantustan system 
was that industries would be established along the Bantustan borders to 
utilize the cheap labour available nearby, but for the most part these hopes 
went unrealized. Other initiatives to create the illusion of viable economies 
for the Bantustans also broke down. To the end they were heavily 
dependent on financial aid supplied by the South African government. 
Poverty remained acute in the Bantustans, and child mortality rates were 
extremely high. Despite draconian control of where people were allowed to 
farm and the number of cattle they were permitted to have, Bantustan lands 


pon 
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were over settled, overgrazed, and hence afflicted with serious soil 
erosion.” 


THE NET ECONOMIC IMPACT OF BANTUSTANS 


Such critics rarely mention the fact that as can be seen, in 1960, Black South Africans 
were exactly as poor as Sub-Saharan Africans generally were. By 1980 they were far 
richer (1). 


Black GDP Per Capita in Sub-Saharan Africa and South Atrica, 19! Given this, it 


Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) | South Africa (SA) does not seem 
1960 $130 $129 fair to say, as 


some people do, 
that Bantustans 
caused Blacks 
to be poor. Prior to being forced into these areas, Black South Africans were just as 
poor as Sub-Saharan Africans generally were. Had Black South Africans been left 


1970 $219 $226 s 


1980 $709 $1014 4 


totally alone, there is no reason to think that they would have become any richer than 
the rest of Sub-Saharan Africa let alone richer than they were under Apartheid. The 

land in Bantustans may have been bad. But this, evidently, was more than made up for 
by payments from the South African government. 


THE FALL OF APARTHEID 


From the outset, Apartheid had a serious public relations problem owing to several 
violent clashes between people protesting Apartheid and the police. Consider, for 
instance, the "Sharpeville massacre' which occurred in 1960 during a protest 
against a law requiring Blacks to carry “passbooks” (IDs): 


On March 21, a group of between 5,000 and 10,000 people converged on 
the local police station in the township of Sharpeville, offering themselves 
up for arrest for not carrying their passbooks. The Sharpeville police were 
not completely unprepared for the demonstration, as they had already been 
forced to drive smaller groups of more militant activists away the previous 
night. 


Many of the civilians present attended to support the protest, but there is 
evidence that the PAC also used intimidating means to draw the crowd 
there, including the cutting of telephone lines into Sharpeville, the 
distribution of pamphlets telling people not to go to work on the day, and 
coercion of bus drivers and commuters. 


By 10:00, a large crowd had gathered, and the atmosphere was initially 
peaceful and festive. Fewer than 20 police officers were present in the 
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station at the start of the protest. Later the crowd grew to about 

20,000, and the mood was described as “ugly” , prompting about 130 
police reinforcements, supported by four Saracen armoured personnel 
carriers, to be rushed in. The police were armed with firearms, including 
Sten submachine guns and Lee - Enfield rifles. There was no evidence that 
anyone in the gathering was armed with anything other than rocks. 

F—686 Sabre jets and Harvard Trainers approached to within a hundred feet 
of the ground, flying low over the crowd in an attempt to scatter it. The 
protestors responded by hurling stones (striking three policemen) and 
menacing the police barricades. Tear gas proved ineffectual, and policemen 
elected to repel these advances with their batons. At about 13:00 the police 
tried to arrest a protestor, resulting in a scuffle, and the crowd surged 
forward. The shooting began shortly thereafter. 

The official figure is that 69 people were killed, including 8 women and 10 
children, and 180 injured, including 31 women and 19 children. Many were 
shot in the back as they turned to flee 


Incidents like this led to the first major act of opposition against Apartheid by western 
governments, which came in 1964 when South Africa was excluded from the Olympics 
(BBCO).The UN would go on to formally denounce Apartheid in 1973 (History.com). 
These tensions were inflamed even further by the "Soweto uprising' of 1976. 
During this event, thousands of South African high school students protested laws 
forcing them to learn non— African languages. Police attempted to disband these 
protests with tear gas, and this ultimately led to a confrontation that ended with 
hundreds of students dead. 

Who started the violence is unclear. The Blacks involved are known to have 

stoned White civilians to death, and to have killed a police dog which was sent to 
disband them prior to the start of the shooting. However, the vast majority of the 
causalities were Black students. 


Images of students shot by police were seen all over the world. 
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'This led the UN to 
enact an arms 
embargo on South 
Africa in 1976. 
Though this embargo 
was mandatory, it is 
worth noting that a 
few nations, most 
famously Israel, 
continued to have a 
strong trade and 
military relationship 
with South Africa. 

In 1985 the United 
States and the United 


coru 


Kingdom both imposed economic sanctions on South Africa. 

In conjunction with these external pressures, domestic terrorism was rapidly rising in 
South Africa during this time period. Following the incident in Sharpville, members of 
the ANC, the leading Black political party in South Africa, formed a military wing called 
the MK. Among its founders was Nelson Mandela, who was famously thrown in prison 
in 1962 for committing various acts of terrorism against the South African government. 


'The most famous incident of said terrorism perpetrated by the MK was the Church 
Street Bombing of 1983. This attack consisted of a car bomb being set off in the 
middle of the day on a busy street. 19 people were killed and over 200 were wounded. 
wounded. 
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This is 
but one 
example 
from 
alist of 
many 
similar 


terrorist attacks that occurred, mostly in the 1980' s. During this time, the MK also 
gained a reputation for torturing prisoners. 


On top of all this, in 1989 the South African president suffered a stroke that caused him 
to resign from office. F.W. De Klerk took his place after being elected by congress and 
was then re-elected by the electoral college. 


De Klerk eliminated as many of the Apartheid laws as he could and, after freeing 
Nelson Mandela, entered into negotiations to end Apartheid. 


Following the announcement of these negotiations, De Klerk’ s party, the National 
Party, lost a national election to the pro— apartheid Conservative Party. This was taken 
to indicate that the (White) people of South Africa did not want Apartheid to end and 
so De Klerk decided to hold a national referendum on whether or not to continue his 
negotiations to end apartheid. 
'The referendum was conducted in 1992 and the public was taken to have voted to end 
Apartheid. However, the referendum has been heavily criticized on several grounds. 
First, the South African government owned the media and this meant that the public 
only got a biased presentation of one viewpoint (Schonteich et al., 2003). Secondly, 
western powers were expected to plunge South Africa into a recession if they voted no 
(Wren, 1993). Thirdly, serious accusations of voter fraud have been made. 
Regardless, the negotiations continued and in 1994 Apartheid was ended. 
Some Whites tried to resist the vote by setting up smaller areas of White control, but 
such efforts largely subsided after several Whites were executed on live TV by Black 
police officers. As one author wrote: 

"the sight of three wounded AWB men pleading for their lives on live 
television and then shot in cold blood [by black policemen] had a powerful 
impact on the country’ s Whites.” 


Following the end of Apartheid, Nelson Mandela was elected president of the new 
South African government. 
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NATIONAL SUCCESS SINCE APARTHEID 

Unfortunately, since Apartheid ended South Africa has declined on many metrics of 
national health. 

Under apartheid GDP per capita usually grew roughly in sync with the rest of the 
World. This trend began to collapse in the 1980' s following the introduction of 


sanctions against the country. After apartheid ended, GDP per capita not only 
stagnated but, in fact, fell such that South Africans were poorer in 2002 than they were 


in 1982. 
GDP Per Capita, 2016 US $, 1960-2014 
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World Bank 
In 1980, South Africa has an unemployment rate of 9.8% (Murwirapachena et al., 
2013). By 2002, that figure had risen to 30.4%, and in 2014 it was still nearly 3 times 
as high as it was in 1980 (Murwirapachena et al., 2013; World Bank) . 
Under Apartheid, South Africa had a longer average life expectancy than Sub-Saharan 
Africa generally did. Since Apartheid ended, life expectancy has stagnated and fallen 
such that life expectancy was almost 10 years higher in 1992 than it was in 2002. 
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Life Expectancy, 1960-2014 World Bank 
Murder rates 
in South Africa 
began to rise in 
the 1970’ s. 
Given the 
national 
turmoil of this 
time period, an 
increase in 
crime is 
unfortunate but 
not surprising. 
Perhaps less 
obvious, 
however, is the fact that murder rates exploded following the end of apartheid. As can 
be seen, this has disproportionately impacted Whites. 


Figure 1: Homicide rate ii 


E (Thompson, 2004) 
E 160 These declines have not just impacted White South 

g 140 Africans. The wealth gap between Blacks and Whites 
3 in South Africa 
was slightly 
lower under 
Apartheid than 
it is today. 


Racial Income Inequality in South Africa During and After 


(Leibbrandt et al., 2012) 
This, taken in conjunction with the fact that GDP growth has slowed since Apartheid 
ended, implies that both Blacks and Whites in south Africa would likely be richer today 
if Apartheid were still in place. 


Moreover, Black South Africans reported feeling less happy and less satisfied with 
their lives in 2008 than they did in the early 1980' s. 


(Moller 
1998; Gai 
bie and 
Davids, 
2009) 
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Percent Saying Satisfied or Very Satisfied with Life (Moller 
Blacks + 
44% 1998; 
Gaibie 
3296 and 
79% Davids 
4196 2009) 
Thus, it 


seems that the economic, physical, and psychological health of South Africa has gotten 
worse since Apartheid ended. 


KILL THE BOERS 


Anti- White racism has also risen since Apartheid ended. Today, there is a wave of 
mass murder being waged against the descendants of the Boers. This is how the 
situation was described by the president of Genocide Watch: 


"Afrikaner farm owners are being murdered at a rate four times the 
murder rate of other South Africans, including Black farm owners. Their 
families are also subjected to extremely high crime rates, including murder, 
rape, mutilation and torture of the victims. South African police fail to 
investigate or solve many of these murders, which are carried out by 
organized gangs, often armed with weapons that police have previously 
confiscated. The racial character of the killing is covered up by a SA 
government order prohibiting police from reporting murders by race. 
Instead the crisis is denied, and the murders are dismissed as ordinary 
crime, ignoring the frequent mutilation of the victims’ bodies, a sure sign 
that these are hate crimes. 

However, independent researchers have compiled accurate statistics 
demonstrating convincingly that murders among White farm owners occur 
at a rate of 97 per 100,000 per year, compared to 31 per 100,000 per year 
in the entire South African population, making the murder rate of White SA 
farmers one of the highest murder rates in the world.” Leon Parkin & 
Gregory H. Stanton, President - Genocide Watch 

14 A 2012 


These murders are not only common place, they are also gruesome. Attie Potgieter 
was stabbed over 150 times while his wife and daughter, who were later executed, 
were made to watch. 
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Dr. Louis John Botha was thrown into a crocodile pit and 


eaten alive. 


As a final example, consider 

the Viana family. The father and 
daughter were shot, the mother was 
raped and killed, and the son was 
drowned to death in a bath of boiling 
water. 


These murders reflect a more general anti— White sentiment which is ubiquitous in 
South Africa. Even leaders of the ANC, the party now in charge of the South African 
government, literally sang songs about killing White people as recently as 2012. 


“South Africa’ s ruling party on Tuesday defended the singing of an 
apartheid—era song with the words “Kill the Boer” in a row that has 
raised fears of increasing racial polarisation.” - Govender (2010) 


White South Africans are also discriminated against by various South African 
institutions in order to make up for the damage that Apartheid institutions are thought 
to have done to Blacks. 


First, there is discrimination in University admissions. Consider, for instance, this 
report on the University of Cape Town: 


“The way in which the university has achieved this diversity, however, is 
somewhat controversial. To be admitted, white students must score the 
equivalent of straight A’ s. Meanwhile, black and mixed—race students can 
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get in with plenty of B' s. The University of Cape Town doesn' t make this 
policy a secret — admission cut-offs are listed by race in the prospectus. 


- Kelto (2011) 


Employers are encourage by the state to discriminate against Whites as well. The 
Black Economic Empowerment law set up the following point system in the country: 


“Points are based on the percentage of blacks and other non-white ethnic 
groups in the company’ s ownership and the skills training it gives to 
people in these groups. For companies, having a good BEE scorecard is 
often essential for business. The higher the BEE score they have, the more 
access they get to public markets and contracts." - Iob (2013) 

Finally, in May of this year South Africa passed the “land expropriation bill” which 
allows the government to force White South Africans to sell their land to the 
government at a price that the government decides. The rationale behind this law is 
that it can undo the redistribution of land into the hands of whites which was solidified 
by the Land Act of 1913. 

'These factors have led White South Africans to abandon South Africa in large 
numbers. Since Apartheid ended, over half a million White South Africans have left the 
country. To put that in perspective, there are less than 5 million Whites in the whole 
country. 

Some White South Africans are unable to emigrate on their own and are asking 
Western nations for Refugee status. The Canadian government has 

recently acquiesced to this request and allowed two White South Africans to come to 
Canada as refugees. 

“81-year-old Brandon Huntley from Cape Town said he was constantly 
called a "white dog” and “settler” by Black South Africans back home. 
He was also robbed 7 times and stabbed three times by Black South 
Africans since his home country ended Apartheid in 1994. 


There’ s a hatred of what we did to them and it’ s all about the colour of 
your skin,” Huntley told the Canadian Immigration and Refugee Board. 


The evidence Huntley provided showed ‘a picture of indifference and 
inability or unwillingness of the South African government to protect White 
South Africans from persecution by African South Africans,” Board 
Chairman William Davis said." - 

White South Africans are also asking for refugee status from the EU which, in recent 


years, has allowed tens of thousands of middle eastern and African refugees to cross 
its borders. 


LAND OWNERSHIP 


At this point I want to consider a series of politically charged questions about 
Apartheid and South Africa. First of all, do the Bantu have a moral claim to the land of 
South Africa which would justify a statement like "Whites stole South Africa from the 
Bantu and so can be legitimately forced to give it back." 


A lot of clarity on this question comes from considering the basic moral issue of 
conquest: are a group of people who acquire land through conquest the rightful owners 
of that land? 
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If conquest is not a legitimate means to acquire land, the Zulu and similar Bantu 
tributes did not justly own South African land, nor did any other tribe of the last few 
hundred years. After all, this land was conquered from Khoisan and older Bantu tribes. 


Moreover, if the Zulu did steal the land, it is not clear that Apartheid was in the wrong 
for taking it from them. Is it wrong to steal something which is stolen from the thief 
who stole it? 


If, on the other hand, conquest is a valid way to acquire land, then White South Africans 
had a perfectly legitimate claim on it. This might be taken to imply that there is also 
nothing wrong with modern Black South Africans taking land from Whites. However, 
conquering land via war is not the same thing as using a false political narrative about 
the supposed negative effects of apartheid to take land. Moreover, forcing White 
people into a society that hates and mass murders them is not analogous to putting 
Blacks in Bantustans which, as we have seen, were not as bad as they are often made 
out to be. 


I consider the morality of conquest to be a difficult question and I won’ t try to resolve 
it here. What I will say is that it is very hard to come up with any principled moral 
answer which would justify the totality of what is being done to White South Africans. 


POLITICAL VIOLENCE 


Another important question is whether or not the political violence initiated by the MK 
against White South Africans was justified. 


Apartheid set up various laws, some of which I would consider unjust. Most 
importantly, Apartheid severely restricted the right of Blacks to protest. This was the 
justification that Mandela used for resorting to violence. He had no other choice. 


This may be true, and if you think that apartheid' s policies were sufficiently horrible 
this may justify violence, but there is no way that the indiscriminate violence against 
innocent and random White south Africans that the MK engaged in can be justified. 
Their activities, especially in the 1980' s, were morally equivalent to any other act of 
mass murder. 


Furthermore, as we have seen, Apartheid’ s actions were not nearly as bad as they 
are often thought to have been. 


EVALUATING APARTHEID 


Even if Apartheid improved the material and psychological conditions of Black Africans, 
this does not necessarily imply that it was just. Would we feel that China ruling over a 
European population which objected to their rule was just so long as it improved the 
Europeans material and psychological condition? 


At the very least, this state of affairs would make most people uncomfortable. Many 
would object on the grounds that European nations should be ruled by Europeans 
regardless of which ruler produced the highest GDP per capita and mean life 
satisfaction score. 


On the other hand, the material benefit that Whites brought to South Africa, and Africa 
generally, was truly immense. Were it not for colonialism, most Africans alive today 
would have never even been born. 


Fundamentally, the problem of African colonialism is the problem of multi-racialism. 
So long as Whites allowed Blacks to continue to live in Africa, which could have only 
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been prevented with a massive and horrific genocide, Black Africans were going to 
resent them. 


As Apartheid shows us, this is true even if the Whites improve the conditions of the 
Blacks. There will always been a feeling that Whites do not belong there, and Blacks 
will always resent the invariably superior material conditions of Whites. 


Colonialism of the United States only worked because there aren' t many Indians 
around anymore. The kind of colonialism practiced in Africa in which Whites would be 
permanent but ruling minorities in a majority Black nation was never sustainable 
without an uncomfortable measure of totalitarianism and even then ethnic conflict was 
still common place. 


Setting up trading or mining posts is one thing, but "White nations” should have never 
been set up in Africa. There was never any way that South Africa was going to end 
well for the Whites involved compared to what would have happened if they had just 
stayed in Europe. 


Today, White South Africans should come back to White nations and try to put South 
Africa behind them. 


CONCLUSIONS 


South Africa show cases both sides of the colonialism debate. Whites in South Africa 
did kill Blacks. They did eliminate Black cultures. They did take local resources. They 
also vastly improved the physical and psychological condition of Blacks. 


There are serious moral questions about African colonialism. However, colonialism 
cannot plausibly be taken as the cause of violence and poverty in modern South Africa. 
This coheres well with the general picture that empirical evidence paints about the 
effects of colonialism. 


The violence surrounding colonialism was rarely, if ever, one sided. Today, there is a 
massive level of systemic racism against White South Africans. The fact that this 
racism is not covered in Western media offers a stark contrast with how the media 
covered the sins of Apartheid. 


Overall, the problems of South Africa, both in terms of Blacks resenting their White 
rulers under Apartheid and Whites experiencing racism today, come from the inherent 
difficulties of having a multi-racial society. In this sense, the story of South Africa 
contains lessons not only about colonialism but also about more general and pressing 
questions of immigration and diversity. 


1. All data on Sub-Saharan Africa and data on total GDP and total population size 
for South Africa was taken from the Google Data Explorer. Data on the 


proportion of the population that was Black in South Africa and the proportion of 
GDP that was consumed by Blacks was taken from Terreblanche (2002). The 
GDP per Capita for Blacks was equal to the total south African GDP divided by 
the proportion of the GDP consumed by Africans divided by the number of total 
number Black South Africans, which was found by multiplying the total 


population size by the proportion of the population that was Black. 
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COLONIALISM DID NOT MAKE EUROPE RICH 


One popular rhetorical attack on white countries is that their wealth is a product of 
exploiting other countries. Now one way to evaluate this is to look at the “colonized” 
countries and how they fared. 

But the Europeans- as-colonial-exploiters idea has another end of the equation— 
where the “exploitation” went. If the colonizers are exploiting all this wealth, there 
should be some wealth on the other end. 


I took the population of a country in 1940, and the population of their empires in 1940, 
and the population of the empire divided by the population of a country is 

the “colonization index” . An index of 1 would mean there was 1 colonial subject for 
every citizen. The British empire, at 10.46, had 10.46 colonial subjects for every 
British citizen. 

I then compared their per capita GDPs in 1970 (30 years later). I chose 1970 because 
it was the earliest year that West Germany appeared on the Wikipedia list of historical 
nominal per capita GDPs. 


The countries I chose to compare to were all non- Communist European countries, 
"Communist' defined as being in the USSR, the Warsaw Pact, or being Yugoslavia or 
Albania. If you included Communist countries, sure, you would find that colonizers - 
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all being non- communist - would be wealthier than the average of all European 
countries. But they’ re not wealthier than other non- Communist European countries. 


Don' t be limited by me; pick different years if you want. In fact, most of my sources 
have data for various years. 


Colonial vs. Non- Colonial European countries in 1970: 


vU UllLl1y I CUI waplla WL VVUIUCIILZAbuulILb LIUYTA 1st 

United States $4,998 0.13 

Sweden $4,404 0 

Luxemb ourg $4,254 0 

Canada $4,047 0 

Switzerland $3,648 0 

Denmark $3,366 0 

Australia $3,324 0 

Norway $3,283 0 

France $2,821 2 64 

Belgium $2,734 1.24 

Holland $2,711 8.06 

W. Germany $2,687 0 

Iceland $2,544 0 

Finland $2,436 0 

New Zealand $2,283 0 

LL ETE ver "ah Exactly how much 
Italy $2,030 0.3 wealth one could 
Ireland $1,446 0 extract from a 
Greece $1,438 0 dirt—poor African— 
Spain $1,178 0 if indeed that’ s 
Portugal $884 131 what these 


countries were 
doing—seems like it wouldn' t be worth the effort. 


Germany, with no empire, was able to drop France, Britain, Belgium and Holland 
combined in WW2. And in World War 1, Germany was able to almost knock out 
Belgium and France, who was only saved by the British outside Paris. 


Now in WW2 it was a matter of military strategy, not necessarily industrial power, but 
even in 1939, Germany could produce more of any military equipment than France, and 
any non-naval military equipment than Britain. And Germany had few colonies in its 
history relative to its size, and none since 1918. Otto von Bismarck certainly thought 
colonies were a waste. 


From 2013: 
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rel Lavlla JdL^lI SWVIVILZALIVIL LIUYTA 
Luxemb ourg $91,048 0 
Norway $64,893 0 
Switzerland $56,939 0 
United States $54,629 0.13 
Ireland $47,804 0 
Holland $47,130 8.06 
Austria $46,164 0 
Germany $45,615 0 
Sweden $45,143 0 
Denmark $44,862 0 
Canada $44,088 0 
Australia $43,901 0 
Iceland $43,393 0 
Belgium $42,725 1.24 
Finland $39,755 0 
Britain $39,137 10.46 
France $38,851 2.64 
Italy $34,758 0.3 
Spain 535,763 0 At 2013 the story is the 
Czech* $30,445 0 a! . 

e same, so it s not like the 
Slovenia $29,917 0 “benefits of colonialism” 
Portugal $28,326 1.31 kicked in later. There’ s 
Slovakia™ $27,585 0 ert aes 

: still no relationship 
Estonia" $26,355 0 between colonialism and 
Greece $25,667 0 


wealth, and one of the 
colonizers - Portugal - 


*former communist country EM 


some former communist countries. 


We can briefly compare the per capita GDP of Sub-Saharan Africa to two racially 
African countries that were independent since at least 1804 - Haiti and Ethiopia: 


Sub-saharan Africa $1,699 


Haiti! $1,703 

Ethiopia? $1,380 

Dominican Republic $12,186 

Jamaica $8,893 Haiti achieved its independence 
from France in 1804, and 209 

1 - Independence from France in 1804 years later is as poor as the 


2 - Independent except for Italian rule from 1936-1942 continent of Africa. Haiti is the 
smaller of the two countries on the island of Hispaniola. 


'The Dominican Republic is on the same island as Haiti but is not a racially African 
majority. Jamaica 1s a racially African island country in the Caribbean that remained 
under UK rule until 1962. 
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Ethiopia evaded any European rule except by Mussolini’ s Italy from 1936 to 1942. 
Ethiopia’ s war with Italy and their liberation by Britain killed 290,000 Ethiopians out 
of a population of 17.7 million, or 1.696 of the population. 


By comparison, Japan lost 4.1% of its population, Germany lost 10.46% of its 
population, Yugoslavia lost 8.8%, the USSR lost 16%, Romania 3.1%, Poland 17%, Italy 
lost 1.00%, France lost 1.4%, and the United Kingdom 0.9% in World War 2. 


To blame Ethiopia’ s current economic issues on the effects of that war after 72 years 
would betray a great ignorance about the history of other countries. 


One country I forgot to add was Liberia. Liberia became formally independent in 1847, 
though was arguably functionally independent as far back as 1822. Despite its 
independence, Liberia’ s per capita GDP (PPP) is $886, $878 and $900 according to 
the IMF, World Bank and CIA respectively, which is well below the Sub-Saharan 
African average. 


Within Africa, by far the most “colonized” country was South Africa, in terms of 
proportion of the population that was European, length of formal and effective 
European rule, and economic impact of European intervention. If colonization 
impoverishes the colonized people, we should expect the blacks in South Africa to be 
especially poor, but we don' t see that at all: 


2. AULA LAYLI) P1140 


S.A Whites (2011) $35,278 
S.A Blacks (2011) $5.856 


South African blacks are well above the average for 
blacks in Africa, despite being the “most colonized” by any measure. 


To recap: 


1. White colonizing countries were no wealthier than non—colonizing white 
countries—that weren? t Communist. None of the colonizing white countries 
were Communist. The “colonial exploiter” narrative should predict that these 
countries should be wealthier than non- colonial white countries that weren’ t 
Communist. 


2. Black countries that entirely (Haiti) or almost entirely (Ethiopia) escaped 
colonization were no better off than the rest of Africa. 


3. The blacks in the most colonized African country - South Africa - are over 3x 
as wealthy per capita as the blacks in less colonized African countries. 
This is not to justify the denial of sovereignty that conquest makes. It is merely to say 
that the “whites exploited Africa” narrative is probably false. 


375|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


LEOPOLD'S CONGO 
A popular claim floating around the internet is that King Leopold II, between the 


years 1885 and 1908 when he ruled the area of the modern Democratic Republic of 
Congo, killed 10 million people. This area was known as the “Congo Free State” , and 
in 1908 the Belgian government formally took over the area. 
This is based on claims ina book by Adam Hochschild, who is a co-founder of the 
publication Mother Jones. He was also an activist “for civil rights” and was for 
"ending apartheid” in South Africa. 
(note that when I say “the Congo" Iam referring to the area of the modern state 
known as the Democratic Republic of the Congo, also known as Zaire, whose 
capital is Kinshasa. I am not including the republic of the Congo, the smaller 
country on the northwest border, whose capital is Brazzaville. The Congo free 
state, the Belgian Congo, Democratic Republic of the Congo and Zaire are all the 
names of governments that ruled over the same area - when I say ‘the Congo” I 
am referring to this land area. Here is an image of this land area, coloured in blue:) 


Hochschild makes two key claims in his book: 


376|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


1. Roughly 10 
million people 
were killed by 
agents of the 
state in 
Leopold’ s 
Congo 


2. Roughly half 
of the population 
of Leopold’ s 
Congo were 
killed 


Now the first 
thing to consider 
is - is this 
possible? Well I 
see three things 
that need to be 
established for 
these claims to 
be possible: 


1. The population of the Congo 
2. The extent of Leopold’ s rule within the Congo 


3. The number of Leopold’ s Agents who engaged in killing 


THE POPULATION OF LEOPOLD’S CONGO 


Now we do have general population estimates for the whole of Africa. The one I am 
using is from Geohive, which puts the population of Africa at 111 million in 1850 and 
133 million in 1900. This gives us a population of 126.4 million in 1885 based on a 
linear trend, which means a population density of 10.83 per square mile. If this is 
mapped onto the area of the Congo, this would yield a population of the Congo of 9.8 
million: 


Mapping Africa to the Congo (1885) 


Population of Africa 1885 126.4 million 
Area of Africa 11.67 million mi2 
Population Density of Africa 1885 10.83 / mi2 

Area of the Congo 905,000 mi2 
Pop. Est. of Congo in 1885 based on this 801,150 
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For the year 1900, we can infer the population of Black Africa by subtracting both 
the population and land mass of North Africa (Egypt, Libya, Tunisia, Algeria, 
Morocco) from Africa and mapping the population density of the remaining population 
of all of Africa onto the Congo: 

Mapping Black Africa to the Congo (1900) 


Population of Black Africa 1900 110.7 million 


Area of Black Africa 9.34 million mi2 
Population Density of Black Africa 1900 11.85 / mi2 


Pop. Est. of Congo in 1900 based on this 10.726.285 


The overall estimate for the population of Black Africa is a holistic estimate; it includes 
countries that didn' t have population records by 1900. 


If we limit our analysis to African countries that had population records in 1900, and 
map that population density onto the Congo, we get a lower number: 


Mapping “Known Black Africa” to the Congo (1900) 


Population of “Known Black Africa” 1900/66.386 million 
Area of “Known Black Africa” 1900 [039 million mi2 
Population Density of “Known Black 

Africa 1900 9.439 / mi2 

Pop. Est. of Congo based on this 8.542 million 


Patrick Manning, by collating previous estimates and looking at records of slave sales, 
made estimates of various regions of Africa. One of the regions he calculates a 


population estimate for a region he calls “Loango” : 
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'This region appears to include 
not only the modern day Congo, 
but also the Republic of the 
Congo, part of Cameroon and all 
of Uganda. 


Patrick Manning’ s Estimates 
of “Loango” Population 


Year Estimate 
1850 7.487 million 
1950 10.555 million 
1885* 8.561 million 


* Calculated from the trend from 1850 to 1950 


Given that this region is larger than the area claimed by the Congo Free State 
Manning' s estimate for the population within the Congo Free State would probably be 
around - million. 


The most interesting estimate I found came from a paper entitled “A Hundred Year 
(1890 - 1990) Database for Integrated Environmental Assessments” by Kelin 
Goldewijk and J.J. Battjes . It estimates how much land in an area used for agriculture 
based on changes in the ecosystem today. It is complicated, and I don' t really 
understand it, but they have some back- estimates for the populations of various 
countries. 

Comparison of Goldewijk—Battjes Estimates to Contemporary Records for Congo 

and Ten Most Populous Known Black African Countries in 1900 


Country Wiki Goldewijk—Battjes Ratio 
Nigeria 16m 4.266m 0.27 
Sudan 4.8m 0.088m 1.16 
Cameroon 3.5m 2.716m 0.78 
Tanzania 3.0m 4.795m 1.37 
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Mali 2.8m 2.672m 0.95 
Ghana 2.8m 1.77m 0.63 
Madagascar 2.707m 2.245m 0.83 
South Africa o.lm 4.755m 0.93 
Mozambique 2.6m 2.329m 0.90 
Angola 2.4m 4.79m 2.00 
pongo 4103m 


Now the G-B results are, on average, 98.2% as large as the results from Wikipedia, 
and they are on median 91.5% as large as Wikipedia. And so to harmonize G-B' s 
Congo result with the Wikipedia result, we can divide the Congo number by the 
average ratio and the median ratio. 


In addition, just to get an idea of the maximum discrepancy, we can see that G-B' s 
number for Nigeria is only 0.27 of the wiki number, and if the G—B Congo number was 
divided by this, this would give an estimated population of the Congo of 15.196 million 
in 1900. Now we don’ t know if G-B is in error of if the government records are in 
error for Nigeria in 1900; I think that G— B is in error. 


Analysis of G—B and potential estimates for the Congo 


Average ratio of G.B. / Wiki Population 


Estimates 0.982 
Median ratio of G.B. / Wiki Population 

Estimates 0.915 

Raw G.B. Estimate of the Congo Population 

in 1900 4.103 million 
Estimate divided by the Average Ratio 4.178 million 
Estimate divided by the Median Ratio 4.484 million 


Estimate divided by the Ratio for Nigeria {15.196 million 


Whatever you think of the G—B numbers, it is important to note that they estimated an 
increase in the population of the Congo from 1890 to 1910. Now by their method of 
estimating past population, they may very well be massively undercounting the Congo, 
which I think they are. Maybe it has something to do with the jungle climate erasing 
evidence of past agriculture more than other climates do, I don’ t know. 


But they still showed growth in the Congo population for most of the period of the 
Congo Free State: 
G—B Population Estimates for the Congo by Year 


Year G—B Population Estimate 
1890 3.301 million 
1895 3.680 million 


380|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


1900 4.103 million 
1905 4.575 million 
1910 5.101 million 


So even if G-B' s numbers systematically underestimate the population of the Congo, 
they show a trend of population growth, which is evidence that the Congo' s population 
was growing under Leopold' s rule. 


And so if there was a massive genocide, it appears to have been lower than the natural 
population growth rate. The population growth rate of the Congo from 1950 to 

2016 has been around 2.8%. This results in a doubling roughly every 27 years. G— 

B’ s estimate for year on—year growth averages to 2.3%. 

Now if the doubling rate from 1890 to 1950 wasn' t 27 years, but 30 years, then we 
would retrodict the population of the Congo to be 3 million in 1890. 

In my opinion, the Congo probably had a lower population density relative to its 
neighbours in 1900 than it does today, due to the jungle being easier to control with 
technology. Le. - in addition to industrial farming methods that flatter African 
countries get, the Congo would also get jungle removal. 

And another reason to think this is that the Congo' s share of the population of Africa 
has increased from 1950 to 2016. And so the Congo' s population relative to the rest 
of Africa was probably lower in 1885 to 1900 than it is today. 

If someone was given an assignment to estimate the population of the Congo Free 
State in 1900, and didn’ t know about the “10 million" killed by Leopold and thus 
what the population had to have been for that to be possible, they wouldn’ t come 
anywhere near 20 million. They would come to a mid-range estimate of 7 million, with 
the highest plausible being around 10.7 million, with an absolute maximum of 15.2 
million, a low estimate of around 4 million, and an absolute minimum of 3.1 million. 


AREA OF CONTROL 


The next problem with the “10 million” claim is that the Congo Free State did not 
control all of the Congo; here is a map showing effective control over the 
region prior to the war against Tippu Tip: 


'This map shows the de facto kingdoms controlling regions of the Congo, with the 
unfilled area inside the dotted lines being nominally under control of the Congo Free 
State, though not necessarily under functional control. 

According to the Belgian Embassy in London, 

Finally, the cultivation of rubber was geographically restricted to the 
equatorial rainforest around the northern Congo basin and to a lesser 
extent to the Kasai region (totalling one fifth of Congo’ s territory). The 
estimated 10 million deaths for the whole of Congo cannot be ascribed to 
the Belgians, simply because at the beginning of the colonisation, they 


were not even present or active in the whole of Congo. 

This also calls into question the claim that agents of the Congo Free State managed to 
kill half of the population of the Congo, since it’ s not known whether the Congo Free 
State even had access to half of the population. 
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eiua: taming ap ROUTE 


NUMBER OF MEN TO DO THE KILLING 


Throughout its rule, the organization that was tasked with enforcing the rubber quotas, 
establishing Leopold' s rule and accused of mass murder was the Force 

Publique (FP).I could not find annual records of the size of the FP, but I did find 
numbers for specific years: 


Year Number 
1892 13,500 
1908 17,400 
1914 12,100 


'The numbers for the year 1892 are known because that was during the war with Tippu 
Tip, ruler of a slave kingdom in Zanzibar and claimant of the Eastern Congo, that was 
the reported strength of the FP. 
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We also know that the tour of duty in the FP was seven years, and Leopold ruled the 
Congo for 23 years. This means that Leopold presided over 3.286 tours of duty. 


Now of course some men would re-enlist, and some would die before their tour 
finished, and since we don' t know which effect was bigger, the assumption that 
minimizes maximum error would just be to assume that on average each soldier served 
7 years. 


If we average the size of the FP in 1892 and 1908, we get 15,450 men in the FP at any 
one time. And with 3.286 tours of duty, this means that there were roughly 50,769 men 
in the FP during the entirely of Leopold' s rule. 

This translates to roughly 197 men killed for each member of the FP in order to reach 
10 million kills. This seems like an extremely dubious figure. 


FALLING BACK TO A LOWER NUMBER 


In light of the extreme implausibility of 10 million people being killed in Leopold’ s 
Congo, one may be tempted to simply move the goalposts to a lower kill count, to say, 
1 million. 


I’ m not here to say the FP didn’ t kill anyone, but the reality is that there is no more 
direct evidence to base an estimate of 1 million than there is 10 million. The only 
difference is that “1 million killed” is not obviously impossible. 


The fact that the political activist Hochschild spat out “10 million” reveals the 
nonseriousness of his work. If you recognize that 10 million is obviously bogus, why 
would you depend on the authority of the guy who said “10 million were killed” to 
say 1 million were killed? 


Because while killing one million was possible, the fact that the first charge against the 
Congo Free State of 10 million was impossible, shows that it was a scam from the 
start. 


LACK OF DOCUMENTATION 


On issue historians face when condemning Leopold II is a lack of documentation; even a 
BBC documentary blithely accused Leopold of destroying the relevant records. 

It’ s not a charge that is easy to respond to; how does one prove that no records were 

destroyed? 

But it shouldn' t matter, because from 1904 to 1908, in response to public outcry over 
the Congo, an independent council created by Italy, Switzerland and Belgium conducted 
an ongoing investigation and released periodical reports called The Official Bulletin of 

the Congo Free State (translation). 


Of course this council did not report extreme genocide going at the behest of 
Leopold' s government. In fact, they reported that the abuses occurred almost 
exclusively when FP detachments were sent out WITHOUT a European commander, 
and that the presence of European commanders was what prevented atrocities and 
rape. 


(It is interesting to read these bulletins and see just how matter—of- fact they are 
about it; it s just assumed that blacks will rape unless kept in order by whites.) 
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And in terms of mutilation - chopping off hands and feet - there is zero 
documentation that that was Leopold' s policy, nor did the investigation find any 
evidence that it was Leopold' s policy. In fact, the investigation claimed that this was 
done by indigenous members of the FP, particularly when a European officer was 
absent. 


In addition, chopping off limbs seems to be a ridiculous policy given that the biggest 
problem Leopold had was a labour shortage. It is also known that limb mutilation had 
occurred both before and after the Congo Free State - and without any reliable 

statistics, there' s no way to know if it even increased during the Congo Free State. 


The argument of the investigation was that Leopold’ s government was not pro-active 
in stopping these atrocities and may have facilitated them by arming members of 
certain tribes who had long-running hatreds against other tribes. 


Amazingly, even after knowing this, some white readers will still do whatever they 
can to blame Leopold as the chief culprit for whatever happened, because it makes 
them feel like good people or something. 


DENYING BLACK AGENCY 


There are two more important facts to consider. The first is that there were roughly 

200 Europeans in the Congo Free State administration at any one time, versus around 
13,000 black FP troops at any one time. And so the mutilating, raping and killing that 
was done had to have been done overwhelmingly by the black FP troops. 


Secondly, there were no orders or policy to mutilate, rape or kill without cause any of 
the Congolese. And while there may have been some white people who engaged in 
these acts, it was almost certainly lower on a per-capita basis, but even if all 200 of 
the whites were vicious killers and sadists who travelled to the Congo because they 
knew they could get away with it there, there' s only so much 200 men could have 
done. 


Now at the time, the Belgians blamed Leopold II for what the black FP troops were 
doing because they viewed blacks as “half—devil and half—child” ; and whites were 
responsible for their action in the same way a dog owner is responsible for a dog’ s 
action. 


"SURE, THE BLACKS DID THE KILLING, BUT THEY' RE YOUR 
RESPONSIBILITY. BLACKS DO WHAT BLACKS DO." 
Modern day white “liberals” would of course be aghast at such thinking. But it 
creates a problem for intellectual consistency, they’ re condemning Leopold for a 
standard that treats blacks as pets for whom the owner is to be in charge of and 
responsible for. 


Now in reality none of these people have thought this through; most of the people 
pushing the "Leopold s Congo genocide” line probably don’ t even know there were 
only 200 whites there at any one time, and aren' t aware that blaming whitey for 
whatever happened (which itself is a matter of debate) depends on treating blacks like 
pets. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 
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Between 1892 and 1894, the Congo Free State was at war with Tippu Tip, and had 
begun advancing westward, using an incident at a fort in which Tips forces attacked 
and defeated an FP garrison due to a dispute over a slave girl. 


And so if a dishonest or ignorant newspaper editor got some pictures or description of 
a battle in that war, he would have plenty of gory pictures and gruesome details, and 
he could then say, “this is Leopold’ s Congo” to dishonestly seed the idea that this 
was normal Congo Free State policy for all Congolese. 


In addition, if say some men in the FP chopped off the hands of 20 people, well, 20 
images can fill up an entire page, and would make it look like mutilation is happening all 
the time; and he could then say, “this is Leopold’ s Congo” . 


You could then show the horrible hospitals, dirty and lacking supplies, without 

the context that this was actually an improvement over the “folk medicine” of the 
Congolese. But just images of the horrible hospital conditions, and then say, “this is 
Leopold’ s Congo” . 


WHAT IS THE ALTERNATIVE HYPOTHESIS? 


Leopold' s Congo did not have any form of population statistics. And so there is no 
record of how many people died in the Congo; this makes it easy for people to pull 
numbers out of there. Moreover, it is the Congo, it is a place where people die all the 
time for horrible reasons and live in conditions that Europeans even at that time would 
consider torture. 200 Belgian administrators are not going to change that. 


In addition, some journalists can come in and take photos of people with their hands cut 
off, and then say “look, this is going on in King Leopold’ s Congo” and the reader is 
then to make assumptions. 


The rubber quota was just a form of taxation. In fact, throughout history, labour 
rendered to the state was the most common way in which people paid taxes, since 
most people didn’ t have currency. And that is how most of the Congolese paid their 
taxes, and Leopold' s policy was that no man' s tax should be over 40 hours per 
month. 


In terms of cutting off limbs, that was a practice that predates and postdates 

Leopold' s Congo. In addition, several of the photos of Africans with limbs chopped off 
have Europeans posing with them; do you imagine that they would pose with them if 
they had done it themselves? Do you think they would want to take photos because 
they were proud of doing that themselves? 


And activists, looking for a flashy number, say *10 million" and quickly cobble 
together imagery, anecdotes and personal accounts, without doing the first level of 
research and ask “is this possible” or try to figure out if indicators of past population 
showed a decline or increase in population over the period. 


A similar thing happened in Britain during the industrial revolution as politicians 
learned of the frightful conditions of factories, ignorant of the fact that it was an 
improvement of the even more frightful conditions of peasant life. 


At least that is one alternative hypothesis. 
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NATIVE AMERICANS 


GENOCIDE AND NATIVE AMERICANS 


We have census records on the number of Native Americans in 1853. So the first thing 
we need to do is figure out how many people there were in North America in 1500, 
compare that to the census records, and see what that difference is. Then we can try 
to figure out why it happened. 


PRE-COLUMBIAN US POPULATION 


The issue with pre-Columbian North America population estimates is that there are 
regions in which the population is well-known, and then there are regions in which the 
populations are not well-known. And what people estimating the population would do 
is extrapolate the populations of the well-known regions onto the lesser -known 
regions based on the kind of land it was. 

So if an area has 2 people per km2, then an adjacent area with similar soil, vegetation, 
animals, et cetera is assumed to also have that many people. Fair enough. 

'The problem, according to Milner and Chaplin, is that this is simply not true. And that 
the record is biased toward more densely populated areas, and thus mapping the 
recorded areas onto unrecorded areas is going to produce a larger population number 
than what was actually there: 

"High population estimates are consistent with maps that associate 
particular groups with irregular areas that collectively cover the land in its 
entirety, as if nothing was left unoccupied, the equivalent of a Thiessen 
(Vorono or other space filling tessellation (e.g., national Geographic 1972; 
Swanton 1952). Maps showing contiguous occupation, however, have the 
effect of implying that all equally productive land, most importantly 
resource-rich shorelines and river valleys, was similarly and continuously 
occupied. A much different picture has emerged from archaeological work 
over the past several decades. Not only were there large and infrequently 
used areas between late prehistoric population aggregates, the vacant areas 
often encompassed highly productive land suitable for permanent 
settlement." 

A related problem was over- counting settlements. Semi-nomadic people move from 
place to place, and when they do they settle in an area and hunt / fish / gather in that 
area. And thus each tribe will have multiple fixed sites that they travel to. Apparently 


researchers have a habit of counting each site as if it was permanently and 
continuously settled, which inflates the number. 
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What Milner and Chaplin did was try to take all of this into account instead of dumb 
mapping particular well-known groups onto the whole of the United States. And in 
doing so they came to multiple estimates, with 1.595 million being, according to them, 
their “best” estimate: 
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‘Table 2. Population Estimates tor Eastern North America Based on Different 
Median Starting Values (See Table 1).* 


Mean Mean Mean Me 
Estimator Estimated Upper Lower Estin 
Source Population Bound Bound Popu 
Polygon Maximum 1,248,669 1,344,249 1,021,692 801 
Polygon Median 1,198,427 1,290,825 981,384 801 
Mooney 2 500 1,501,977 1,614,219 1,223,542 777 
Mooney 2 500 < 10,000 1,177,032 1,267,880 964,640 777 
Muller 2 500 2,433,711 2,607,655 1,759,018 971 
Muller > 500 < 11,450 2,004,896 1,425,702 1,082,464 777 
Muller 2 500 < 35,000 2,173,880 2,330,460 — 1,531,808 971 
Muller Single > 500 < 35.000 Maximum — 1.737.530 2.150.315 1.624.451 771 


Sothat' s one 
number. Another 
thing we can do is 
take hunter— 
gatherer populations 
around the world 
and just map them 
onto the United 
States, which I did 


Populations of 


various hunter-gatherer groups in Southeast Asia, the Amazon and an estimate for 
stone age Britain: 


Population Population per square kilometre 
Cape York Aborigines 0.16 

Cape York Aborigines 0.4 

Andaman Islanders 0.87 

Batak in Philippines 0.54 

Batak in Malaysia 0.1 

Semang in Malaysia 0.05 

Semang in Malaysia 0.19 

Stone Age Britain “Less than 0.1” 

Campa 0.8 
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Machiguenga 0.5 
Barafiri Yanoama 0.34 
Ecuadorian Achuar 0.17 
Algonkian Indians of Victoria Lake 0.01 
Algonkain Indians of Groote Eylandt 0.18 
Murngin 0.06 
Walbiri 0.01 
Average of sample 0.387 


The first 7 numbers come from "Managing Animals in New Guinea: Preying the 


Game in the Highlands" by Paul Silitoe. 

The number for stone age Britain comes from “Late Stone Age Hunters of the 
British Isles “by Christopher Smith. 

The last 8 examples come from “In the Society of Nature: A Native Ecology in 
Amazonia “By Philippe Descola. 


So the average of this quick and dirty sample I found from the first three sources that 
gave specific numbers I could find using google search averages to 0.387 per km2. The 
lower 48 United States has a land mass of 8.139 million km2, and so just dumb 
mapping the average of these population onto the United States gives us 3.149 million 
people in the pre—Columbian area that would become the United States. Canada has 
always had about 1046 of the population of the United States, so that gives us 3.464 
million, throw in Alaska and we can round it out to 3.5 million. 


There are also multiple sources I have found claiming that the global average 
population density for hunter— gatherers is 0.1 per km2. Okay, cool. Now since that is a 
global average, it doesn’ t make sense to map it onto the US, and then give Canada 
10% of that, because the global average includes places like Canada. So the land mass 
of Alaska, Canada and the United States is 19.842 million km2, and if there were O.1 
people per km2 in 1500, that would give us 1.9842 million people in all of North 
America. 

So we now have a few estimates for the population of North America in 1500: 


Method Estimate 
ilner and Chaplin 1.595 million 
Ubelaker (Just United States) 1.894 million 
Dumb mapping of Ryan' s searches 73.5 million 
Dumb mapping of global hunter-gatherer |1.9842 million 
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density 


Numbers higher than this are usually politically motivated. Russel Thornton’ s 
book “American Indian holocaust and survival: a population history since 


1492" estimates the pre- Columbian population of North America at 7 million, and 
that’ s in a non-free book so I can? t see it. Another estimate of 18 million comes 
from Henry Dobyns, again in a non-free book entitled “Their Number Become 
Thinned' . 

Remember the population of the United States was 17.069 million in 1840, so 

Dobyns' estimate of 18 million Siberian- Americans in 1500, which would entail about 
16 million in the United States, who left behind extremely sparse remnants, is 
implausible on its face. 


So there we have our Siberian- American population in North America in 1500, around 
2 million. So how much did it decline? 


POPULATION DECLINE 


Well the first government estimates of “Indians” in the United states was in 1853, 
andit estimated 400,764 Indians in the United States that year. 

Now this supposedly fell to 339,421 in 1860, to 313,712 in 1870 and 306,543 in 
1880. 

So if the starting number is exactly 2 million, then by 1853 the Siberian- American 
population declined by 1.6 million, then to around 1.7 million by 1880. 


So that comes out to around an 80% population decline. That’ s pretty gigantic! But 
remember this was over 360 years, or about 4,444 per year. This amounts to a 
population reduction of 0.2296 per year. (Although since this is the drop from the 
starting population the average decline at each point should be 0.495%). 

And also remember that hunter-gatherer populations don’ t grow very fast; the 
average population growth for hunter-gatherer populations, once it reaches the 
carrying capacity of the area they are in, is basically zero. 


So how can a population fall by 0.22% per year? Well it can literally die off, or have 
below —-replacement birth rates, or intermarry. 


There are two things I want to point the reader to: 


l. Intermarriage rates of native Americans and native admixture in the United 

States 

In 2014, there were 197,870,516 non- Hispanic whites. On average, NH Whites have 
.18% Native American admixture, which extrapolates to the equivalent of 356,167 

full people "inside" the European population. 


For blacks, there were 38,929,319 people, who were 0.08% Native American, which 
amounts to 31,143 Native Americans “inside” the black US population. 


Now “Latinos” in the United States have the highest Native American admixture at 
18%, but that is probably not from North America. For what it’ s worth, there were 
50,477,594 Latinos, and in this population are the equivalent of 9,085,967 Native 
Americans “inside” the Latino population. 


And of course people who directly identify as Native American number 2,932,248 
people in 2014. 
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So ultimately, the European conquest of North America seems to have increased the 
Native American genetic expression from the 2 million it was at, and probably had been 
at for the past ~10,000 years (see below) and thus there is no reason to believe it 
would have increased eventually in the absence of European contact. And while there 
were a few massacres of Native Americans, an annual average population decline of 
0.2296 does not suggest an ongoing campaign of genocide. It suggests land loss partly 
offset by European technology, intermarriage with Europeans, and a few battles with 
the Federal Government each decade. 


Native American Admixture by Region 


| X a 
If Lb i Mean 
] ] A African 


ancestry 
0.20 


0.15 


0.10 


Interracial 0.05 
Marriage Rate 


Mean 
Native 
American 
ancest 

0. 


0.15 
2. The lack of lineage " destruction for 


n R 0.10 
native Americans 
Another interesting fact Interracial Marriages Vary by R is that Native American lineages 
on the female side were |, . . ogs . i largely kept intact. This is 
] % of newlyweds in 2013 who married some . í i . 
inferred from different race mitochondrial DNA which is 
always passed through the mother. And what it shows is 
that there was very minimal lineage destruction. 
This is important. - Because if the Spaniards were 
going from town to town 19 in Mexico just mass murdering 
the inhabitants, whole LES [E L4 families would be killed off. The 
fact that, while the White Black Asian population decline may have 


been over 5056, families remained intact, is evidence that 
the deaths were k Dnot probably down to disease, not 


mass murder. 


Atkinson, Gray and Diamond 2007 
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CONCLUSION 


The Native American population in North America in 1500 was about 2 million, and the 
decline to 400,000 in 1860 represents a 0.22% decline per year. I’ m not saying 
massacres didn’ t happen; but in the grand scheme of things, it doesn’ t look like a 
genocide, or if it was, it would be the slowest genocide ever. In addition, we don' t 
know how many Native Americans managed to intermarry with Europeans. If so few as 
0.2296 married a European, which would be 1 in 454, that would in theory account for 
the entire Native American decline assuming the Native Americans were at 
replacement otherwise. 


If you want to call this “revision” , please, tell me what on earth it is that I am 
revising. Most people have a historical narrative regarding the Native Americans that is 
based on anecdotes and personal accounts, a narrative that was set before the 
research was done. 


This is a theme throughout US history, is that narratives are set in place for reasons 
you can speculate about, but then later, when we start getting new tools (including 
genetic data, but also something as simple as the internet which allows all of the 
existing information on a topic to be analysed at the same time), the data says 
something different than narratives which were “set” before 1900. 


394|Page 


FFRFRFRFESSE 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Right now, thanks to the internet and sci-hub for breaking down paywalls, I have 
better access to academic papers than a professor at a major university would have in 
1985. 


And when some people go in a different direction than the old history books, this is 
called “revision” , but there’ s nothing of substance being revised! The original 
narrative was based on nothing, the research is being done for the first time. 


Now what I don’ t think the United States’ policy toward the Native Americans was 
the correct one. I think the correct one would be a territorial set—-aside, a separate 
country, for the Northern Tribes. I don' t think they rightfully owned the whole of 
North America any more than I own the ocean after pissing in it, but they are a people 
who deserve something. Perhaps something like British Columbia or Oregon. 


What this really is a battle between people who think in terms of data, and people who 
want to cling to the old stories, and exciting stories spread faster than boring ones. 


THE SOLUTREAN HYPOTHESIS 
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Figure | Worldwide distribution of Mitochondrial Haplogroup X2. © Stephen Oppenheimer, Bruce Bradley and Dennis Stanford, 2014. All Rights Reserved 
Insets: (A) Across Asia hypothesis; (B) Across the Atlantic hypothesis (same scale). Collated and corrected for repeat citations from all sources cited in: Table |l. 
Now before talking about the Solutrean Hypothesis, you must first realize that the 
Solutreans were not modern Europeans. The signature Haplogroup for Europeans 
is Haplogroup U, which doesn' t exist anywhere in genetic studies of Amerindians 
until after Columbus. 
They may or may not have had white skin, as the gene variants that are currently 
responsible for white skin in modern Europeans had not yet evolved. To the extent 


anyone cares about that. 
At most you could say that these people were “proto—European” , and that feels 
arguable. 


THEY PROBABLY DIDN'T LOOK LIKE THIS 


I first looked into the idea because I thought perhaps 

it showed the “Europeans” were the first into the 

Americas. So I guess you could say I had some 
“racist” motives to look into it. 


However I have since found the hypothesis to be 
interesting in and of itself, and so am writing about it here. 
'The Basic Idea 
One of the proposed pre- Columbus migration routes into North America is not from 
Asia, but from Northern Spain and France, a people known as the Solutreans. The main 
proponents of this idea are Dennis Stanford and Bruce Bradley. 
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SOLUTREAN SITE 
LOCATIONS 


Around 24,500 BC was 
the last glacial 


maximum, and the Solutrean hypothesis is that the Solutreans travelled along the ice 
edge to the Americas at some point: 


- E 
EL Tr 


md Sea ice 6-12 months of the year 
E: Sea ice 1/2-6 months of the year 

. Approximate location of Solutrean sites 
pu Possible travel/hunting routes 


STANFORD AND BRADLEY'S PROPOSED ROUTES ACROSS THE ATLANTIC FOR THE SOLUTREAN 
MIGRATION 
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The proposed dates of arrival actually predate most Siberian settlement of the 
Americas. 


The lines of evidence for the Solutrean hypothesis are genetic admixture and 
technological origin of the Clovis culture - the first known human culture in North 
America. “Culture” in this sense refers to the technology used in the region - not 
language, religion or race. The Solutrean culture is used in the same sense. 

The genetic evidence shows admixture of Caucasian haplogroups most concentrated in 
the North—- eastern US and Canada. The technological evidence shows that the most 
likely origin or Clovis technology is from the Solutreans, and there are multiple 
reasons to believe this is the case. 


1. Haplogroup X and R admixture vs. Siberian haplogroups 


'The first piece of genetic evidence is the distribution of Haplogroup X2a in North 
America, radiating out from precisely the region it would have landed in if it were a 
product of migrants from Europe. 
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DISTRIBUTIONS, OPPENHEIMER 2014 


Haplogroup R is interesting. One common retort is that this haplogroup is a product of 
post-1500 European admixture. The problem is that it is R-M173 that is most 

common among the “Native Americans” , not Rlb. R1b is the variant most common in 
Spain, France and Britain, while R-M173 is more common in Ukraine, Belarus, Eastern 


| 110 -30% 


Western 
Russia. 
it seems unlikely to be a product of the 
Western European colonizers. 


HAPLOGROUP R1 DISTRIBUTIONS 


By comparison, Haplogroups Q and C—M217 paint a picture of Siberian migration: 
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HG "Q" (Y-DNA) 


HAPLOGROUP Q DISTRIBUTIONS 


HAPLOGROUP C-M217 DISTRIBUTIONS 


In my opinion, the DNA evidence 
alone is enough to conclude that some 
people from the old world came to the 
Americas, and a Solutrean crossing 
fits the genetic data the best. 


2. East - West Movement of sites 


There are multiple lines of evidence that the settlements of North America during the 
Clovis period moved from the Eastern US / Canada to the west. There are a few lines 
of evidence of this. 


First, an analysis of material movement shows that, in general, the rocks at Clovis 
sites, when they are not the same as those in the surrounding area, almost always 
come from further east. They very rarely come from further west, indicating that 
most of the movement in the Clovis culture were from east to west. 
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Directon of Movement of Exotic Raw Material 
from Source Areas to Clovis Caches 
1 Blackwater Draw Direction of Raw 
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CACHE MOVEMENT, STANFORD AND BRADLEY 


Second, there is more diversity of toolmaking in the east than in the west. In general, 
when looking at a “culture” , the location where there is more diversity of techniques 
in making whatever artefacts constitute the culture is considered to be the likely 
location of the culture’ s origin. It doesn’ t necessarily mean the origin is in the east 
- there could be other reasons for the greater diversity - but it’ s another sign that 
it is. 

In addition, the “proto—Clovis” sites of Cactus Hill, Krajacic and Meadowcroft are all 
in the north-eastern US. 
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SOLUTREAN POINTS ABOVE, CACTUS HILL POINTS BELOW 
a - Solutrean 


b— Cactus hill 


At Cactus hill, 
points were 
found in a layer 
beneath the 
Clovis 

a artefacts 


and were dated earlier. Similar 


“proto— Clovis” 
technology is not found 
further west. 

3. Not in Siberia 
It is ; — perhaps 
map) important to 
MN > understand that 
Denni J WA vfi 
ennis D^ ZA Stanford 
actually lip MEN came to the 
1 Pe EE SNA Solutrean 
hypothesis 
AFTER attempting to prove that b 0 2cM Clovis culture came 
out of Siberia. He spent = («| decades trying to find 


proof of Clovis culture and / or precursors in Alaska and north western Canada, and in 
his estimation came up empty. 


Once Siberia was opened up, the investigations there found radically different tool— 
making techniques than what existed in North America. 
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SOLUTREAN / CLOVIS 
"OVERSHOT 
FLAKING" TOOLMAKING 


ARROWHEAD MAKING IN 
SIBERIA USING WEDGE- 
SHAPED CORES, 
MICROBLADES AND 
IVORY 


Remember that the idea 
"c - that Clovis Culture technology 
came from Siberia is an idea 
that came before 
anthropologists did any relevant investigations in northern Canada, Alaska or Siberia. It 
was a theory that was born following investigations at Clovis, New Mexico in 1926 and 
the subsequent discovery of more “Clovis culture” artefacts throughout North 
America. 
One common counter to this is that similar spear point making technology existed 
throughout Africa and the Middle East. But this is irrelevant to the fact that it did NOT 
exist in Siberia, nor are there anything like the Clovis points in Alaska or Canada 
where the ice corridor was. 
In addition, Stanford showed in a 2012 presentation a broken Solutrean point found in 
Virginia - that was made out of French flint. Moreover, they also found similar points 


in the area made out of local materials. It’ s possible that a post- Columbus 
Englishman who migrated to Virginia brought it over as a souvenir, broke it and then 
threw it away. But I don’ t think so and I think it is a second smoking gun for Solutrean 
presence (the first being the genetic data). 
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POINTS FOUND IN 
VIRGINIA. 
POINT "A" 
IS THE ONE 
MADE 
FROM 
FRENCH 

FLINT, POINTS "B" AND "C" ARE MADE FROM LOCAL MATERIAL IN THE SAME AREA. 


Intellectual Opposition 
1. Mismatch of dates between Solutrean civilization and proposed Solutrean 


sites in north America 
One counter to the Solutrean hypothesis is that some proposed Solutrean sites in North 
America date older than any Solutrean site in France and Spain. 


This is a fair point, however one should not take the dates of the sites that are seen as 
too literal, as the coastline at the time was much further out than it is today: 


E LGM continental shelf land mass 
4 Mastodon 
* Mammoth 
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NORTHEAST US COASTLINE DURING THE LAST GLACIAL MAXIMUM (LGM) 


And so the sites we see today are far inland from where the coastal sites would have 
been. It’ s also possible that the migration to North America occurred when it was 
colder, and the move inland by the Solutreans - both in North America and in Europe 
- occurred later. 


2. Solutreans didn' t have the ability to cross the Atlantic 


This argument is based on the idea that the Solutreans didn’ t have boats that could 
navigate the Atlantic. Most locations that would have been on the coast during the 
Solutrean time period would be deep underwater today as a result of the melting 
glaciers. 


The problem with this argument is that in Europe, the primary source of food for the 
Solutreans was in rivers and in the few sites that were coastal at the time but not 
underwater today, there are remains of fish bones and sea shells along with art 
depicting fishing. 


In addition, in order to survive in ice age France and Spain you have to know how to 
waterproof leather, otherwise the snow will soak into the leather and cause frostbite. 
The Solutreans had to have known how to waterproof leather using animal fat in order 
to exist in that region at the time. 


This is the same waterproofing technology the Inuits use to build boats that could 
navigate arctic waters prior to European contact. 


Also this argument is not used against the idea that Melanesian people sailed across 
the Pacific (a much larger, if more hospitable, ocean) and settled in South America. 
There are no remains of lithic boats for them, and yet that is not treated as some 
disproof. 


3. Lack of Solutrean art in north America 
This is a fair criticism. Again however, remember that the Solutrean coastal sites in 
North America would be long buried today. And the sites further inland, despite using 
Clovis / Solutrean technology, weren’ t necessarily populated by Solutrean people. 
Some Solutrean art has been found in a cave in Florida, however, but in general yes 
there is a lack of Solutrean art. 


But remember not all Solutreans produced cave art, and the people who crossed the 
Atlantic didn’ t necessarily produce it. 


4. Haplogroups =/= ancestry 
Haplogroups are used to infer ancestry for the Asian portion of the migrants into the 
Americas, so the denial of haplogroup evidence for the Solutreans is blatantly 
hypocritical. 


I think this line is just pedantry, more of a warning that “haplogroup is not 
NECESSARILY ancestry” , even though in this case, given the location of the 
haplogroups and their dates which correspond to the earliest Clovis sites, the 
haplogroups obviously do denote ancestry. 


Politically - Based Opposition 

One common attack on the Solutrean theory is to bring up the book "White 
Apocalypse” . “White Apocalypse” is a stupid fiction book with false ideas about 
what the Solutreans were like. 
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It is used by opponents on the Solutrean theory to smear it as being "White 
Supremacist” and “racist” .Rationalwiki for example devotes a third of their page on 
the Solutrean theory to "White Apocalypse” , and doesn’ t even mention the 
haplogroup evidence, evidence of east-west movement of Clovis culture, or the lack of 
any Clovis precursors in Siberia. 


solutrean hypothesis| U Ey 


solutrean hypothesis 

solutrean hypothesis 2015 

solutrean hypothesis racist 
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solutrean hypothesis debunked 
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Missing: eanines 


GOOGLE AUTOCOMPLETE RESULTS FOR "SOLUTREAN HYPOTHESIS" 


ravist rarmasy "RATIONALWIKI"'S USE OF WHITE 
The Solutrean hypothesis has won some following among white < APOCALYPSE TO ASSOCIATE THE 
make the point that the first settlers in the New World were Europ 
people in the Middle East is apparently not something the novel « SO L U TR EA N H Y P OT H E S l S W [I H 


we'd understand it. 1! 


s —M— “WHITE SUPREMACISTS” 


Two more examples of extremely political opposition to the Solutrean theory come 
from The Daily Beast and Science blogs: 


From The Daily Beast with the imperious title “Incontrovertible Evidence Proves the 
First Americans Came from Asia” : 

“A TROUBLING INSINUATION OF THE “SOLUTREAN” THEORY IS THAT 
NATIVE AMERICANS WEREN’ T SOMEHOW ABLE TO INVENT THE 
DISTINCTIVE CLOVIS POINT ON THEIR OWN.” 

- This from the same person who has no problem claiming that Europe passing Asia 
technologically around 1400 was entirely a product of Asian technology. Do we ever 
hear them saying that these theories are “troubling insinuations” that Europeans 
could not invent those things? 


Also, the Solutreans were a real established population in Spain and France at the time, 
so putting Solutreans in deconstruct- quotes is blatantly dishonest. 


Moreover, saying that one group got a technology from another group doesn’ t mean 
they couldn’ t invent it themselves. It just means that they didn’ t. 


In addition, the way arrowheads were made in Siberia at this time using sharpened 
ivory set into wood slats, was arguably more complex than the techniques used by the 
Solutreans / Clovis culture. 
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"THE LEGAL MANEUVERING AND SEQUESTERING BEHIND THE DISCOVERY 
OF KENNEWICK MAN WAS A MEDIA—FEST FED BY THE LOONY ASSERTIONS 
OF WHITE SUPREMACISTS THAT THE ARYAN RACE DISCOVERED AMERICA. 
THE RESULT WAS INCREASING POLARIZATION BETWEEN THE WHITE, MALE 
LITIGANTS WHO WANTED TO RUN TESTS ON THE BONES AND THE LOCAL 
UMATILLA PEOPLE WHO WANTED HIM REBURIED." 

- Terms like “Aryan” and “white supremacist” are never used by Solutrean 
proponents, they are only used by opponents as a form of social shaming. One must 
deny any pre—Columbian Europeans in North America, lest they be associated with 

“Aryanism” and “white supremacists” . 


And bringing up the fact that the people who wanted to do research on the past were 
white males, so what? The white males want to do science, while the brown people 
want to bury science because their pagan / animist beliefs tell them to? 


So what was the point of pointing out that the people who wanted to do science were 
white males? Are we to oppose them because they were, in fact, white males? 


“ONE MIGHT THINK THAT THE OUT-OF-EUROPE HYPOTHESIS WAS, AT 
ITS WORST, A HARMLESS CRACKPOT THEORY—THAT THIS VERY 
TERRESTRIAL-ADAPTED CULTURE OF THE IBERIAN PENINSULA, WITH NO 
EVIDENCE OF MARITIME TECHNOLOGY, OVERCAME A FRIGID ATLANTIC 
OCEAN DURING A TIME SPAN OF 5,000 YEARS BY ICEBERG-—HOPPING IN 
SKIN BOATS IN ORDER TO DELIVER THE DISTINCTIVE CLOVIS WEAPON 
SYSTEM TO THE SOUTHERN UNITED STATES. BUT THIS SCHOLARLY 
SQUABBLE QUICKLY GREW UGLY WITH THE DISCOVERY OF KENNEWICK 
MAN IN 1996.” 

- The author is either extremely ignorant of the Solutrean hypothesis, or knows that 
the Solutrean argument is that the coastal communities would all be underwater now - 
and he just doesn’ t mention this to his readers. 


He also doesn’ t mention the fact that the Solutreans had the technological precursors 
to making the kinds of boats Eskimos had built to navigate similar waters. 


Also, why is this not considered a racist insinuation that the Solutreans were incapable 
of doing what the Eskimos had done? To ask the question is to answer it - “racist” 
means to make Europeans, even these proto—European Solutreans, look better than 
other races. 


“WELL, THE FEBRUARY ARTICLE IN NATURE PROVES DEFINITIVELY THAT 
THE CLOVIS CHILD’ S ANCESTRY IS ASIAN, NOT EUROPEAN. IT’ S SOLID 
SCIENCE. THE SOLUTREAN FANS ARE OUT OF LUCK. THIS SHOULD BE THE 
BIGGEST AMERICAN ARCHEOLOGICAL NEWS IN DECADES. THAT IS, IF 
ARCHEOLOGY COULD LET IT STAND WITHOUT SPINNING THE HARD FACTS 
TO FIT AN AMBITIOUS PRE-CONCEIVED POLITICAL AGENDA.” 

- Bizarre. No mention of haplogroup X or R admixture in the north-eastern United 
States anywhere in this article, but claims that a single boy’ s skeleton disproves the 
Solutrean hypothesis, calling it “hard facts” and using terms like “It s solid 
science” . 


These are pushy, authority—pounding terms designed to jam—down the debate. 


Here’ s another bizarre article. It s from Martin Rundkvist, who shockingly is a 
Swedish Archaeologist. The title is “Genetic Study Kills Off Solutrean Hypothesis” . 
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This “genetic study” consists of the DNA analysis of a single boy, the same one 
referenced in the Daily Beast article. 


He then proclaims these four facts: 


“1. THE DATES ARE WRONG. 

2. THE SIZE IS WRONG. 

3. THE KNAPPING TECHNIQUE IS WRONG. 

4. THERE' S NO FLUTED BASE IN THE SOLUTREAN MATERIAL." 
Forget whether these are true or not. A Solutrean proponent would probably be able to 
take issue with these (forgive me for invoking magic science man) - the point still 
stands that, for all of the dissimilarities between Clovis and Solutrean technology, it is 
still FAR more similar than the tool - making techniques in Siberia are to the Solutrean 
techniques. 


"FROM THE NORTH- WEST VIA BERINGIA, AS THE SCHOLARLY MAJORITY 
HOLDS, OR FROM THE EAST VIA AN ICE-SHELF, AS A SOLUTREAN 
MINORITY HOLDS." 

- The Solutrean proponents say that both happened, as opposed to just one. What a 
weird thing for this person - who is supposedly an Anthropologist and who chose to 
write about the Solutrean hypothesis - to say. 

"BUT IT IS POSSIBLE THAT THE CLOVIS CULTURE CONSISTED OF PEOPLE 
WITH SOME OTHER GENETIC MAKE-UP WHO DIED OUT BECAUSE OF A 
CLIMATE DIP. TO CHECK THIS, WE NEED GENETIC EVIDENCE FROM 
MEMBERS OF THE CLOVIS CULTURE, AND THIS IS SADLY NOT A CULTURE 
THAT PRACTICES MUCH IDENTIFIABLE FORMAL BURIAL." 

- Nobody demanded this kind of genetic evidence for the Beringian or Pacific coastal 
theories, for them the presence of Siberian haplogroups in pre-Columbian Americans 
TODAY was seen, and rightly seen, as sufficient. This demand that Clovis—era 
skeletons themselves be found that possess Solutrean DNA is a completely fabricated 
requirement. It’ s just a form of bar-raising. 


He then uses an analysis of a single skeleton from Montana to claim: 


"THE DIAGRAM ABOVE SHOWS THIS INDIVIDUAL' S GENETIC AFFINITIES. 
THE IMPORTANT DOTS TO LOOK FOR ARE THE BLACK AND GREY ONES. 
THEY SHOW THAT THE PART OF THE WORLD WHERE PEOPLE ARE 
FARTHEST GENETICALLY FROM THE CLOVIS CULTURE ARE SOUTHERN 
EUROPE AND THE NEAR EAST. THIS HAPPENS TO INCLUDE THE AREA OF 
THE SOLUTREAN CULTURE. CASE CLOSED." 

A bizarre leap from a single skeleton to the whole of Clovis culture, and then he says, 

"case closed” . More jam- down language. 


Moreover, the single skeleton he refers to came from Montana, which is far outside the 
area of the Solutrean R and X haplogroup regions. 


Moreover, the Solutrean theory doesn' t claim that Siberians weren' t part of Clovis 
culture. It claims that the origin of the technology used is from the Solutreans and that 
this culture spread westward. It doesn’ t even necessarily mean that it was being 
spread by the Solutreans themselves, though it probably was to some extent. 


Am I just stupid? Am I missing something? Or am I so blinded by my politics that I just 
see what I want to see? Because these arguments against it seem so bad and so 
obviously political. 
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Conclusion 

The genetic and artefactual evidence appear overwhelming, and the criticisms of the 
Solutrean Hypothesis either don' t address the main evidence for it, or do it in an 
extremely uncompelling way (hand—waving away artefactual evidence as "convergent 
invention” , ignoring the east-west movement of sites and saying the R and X 
haplogroups clustered in the Northeast could have gotten there from Asia). 


And some people seem to also be finding it compelling: 

“ 'QI DRANK THE SOLUTREAN KOOL-AID,’ SAID STEVE BLACK, AN 
ARCHAEOLOGIST AT TEXAS STATE UNIVERSITY IN SAN MARCOS. ‘TI HAD 
BEEN VERY DUBIOUS. IT’ S SOMETHING A LOT OF [ARCHAEOLOGISTS] 
HAVE DISMISSED OUT OF HAND. BUT I CAME AWAY FROM THE BOOK 
FEELING LIKE IT’ S AN EXTREMELY CREDIBLE IDEA THAT NEEDS TO BE 
TAKEN SERIOUSLY.’ ” 

I think the Solutrean hypothesis is basically true, and probably has more evidence for it 
than the Beringian land bridge theory had for it when it was first adopted. And that the 
resistance to it is due to professional entrenchment and its use by white identity 
people (slandered as “white supremacists” ). 


WHITE PRIVILEGE 


BLACKS AND WHITES WITH THE SAME EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT DIFFER IN COGNITIVE 
ABILITY 


Black and White Americans with the same formal level of education differ significantly 
in their cognitive abilities. Specifically, within any given level of formal education 
Whites consistently outperform Blacks. Moreover, this effect is so strong that Blacks 
often underperform Whites who have lower levels of formal education than they do. 


Consider the following data from the General Social Survey. This public data is 
frequently used in social science research and contains a test of verbal intelligence as 
well as measurements of participant’ s self-identified race and highest educational 
degree obtained. Verbal intelligence tests correlate at around .75 with full-scale IQ 
and so this data can also be taken as a fair measure of intelligence in general (Lynn, 
1998). If we set the White mean score on this test to 100 and the standard deviation 
to 15, we can come up with an “IQ” style scale. 


As can be seen, using this method Blacks with a graduate degree have a level of verbal 
intelligence indistinguishable from that of Whites with a junior college degree. Blacks 
with a four-year degree are roughly on par with Whites who never went to college at 
all. 
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VerbalIQ by Race and Highest Degree Earned 
1972-2014 
Highest Degree White Verbal IQ Black Verbal IQ Black/White Verbal IQ Gap 

High school Dropout 89 82 1 
High school Diploma 98 90 8 
Junior College Degree 102 95 1 
Bachelors Degree 108 100 8 
Graduate Degree 113 102 11 


This data is consistent with evidence from the National Adult Literacy Survey (NALS) 
which administered tests of cognitive ability to 26,000 US adults in 1992. These tests 
were designed to measure how well people could take information and use it in a way 
which would help them function in modern society. This notion of “adult literacy” 

was broken down into three components: 


"Prose literacy — the knowledge and skills needed to understand and use 
information from texts that include editorials, news stories, poems, and 
fiction; for example, finding a piece of information in a newspaper article, 
interpreting instructions from a warranty, inferring a theme from a poem, or 
contrasting views expressed in an editorial. 


Document literacy — the knowledge and skills required to locate and use 
information contained in materials that include job applications, payroll 
forms, transportation schedules, maps, tables, and graphs; for example, 
locating a particular intersection on a street map, using a schedule to 
choose the appropriate bus, or entering information on an application form. 


Quantitative literacy — the knowledge and skills required to apply 
arithmetic operations, either alone or sequentially, using numbers embedded 
in printed materials; for example, balancing a check book, figuring out a tip, 
completing an order form, or determining the amount of interest from a loan 
advertisement." 


Below we can see the racial gap in each test by education level (measured in standard 
deviations) and the IQ gap that this difference implies if we set the White distribution 
to have a mean score of 100 and a standard deviation of 15. 
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Estimated IQ by Race and Education Black/White Gap (SD) by Literacy Type and Education 


Highest Degree White IO Black IQ Document Prose Quantitative Average 

M nene 87 TI 59 60 79 66 

Dropout 
High School 

Graduate 99 90 59 57 18 .63 

2 Year Degree 104 94 .69 .60 .13 67 

4 Year Degree 113 103 ST .65 18 10 

Gradiiate 121 110 14 10 84 16 
Degree 


In this data set, Blacks at every level of formal education score lower on adult literacy 
measures than do whites who score one rank lower than them on this measure of 
educational attainment. 


It is noteworthy that the actual implied IQ of both Blacks and Whites varies more by 
education level in the NALS data than it does in the GSS data. This is for at least two 
reasons. 


The first reason is that vocabulary tests are generally among the best single measures 
of general intelligence and so the GSS data is probably a better approximation of full— 
scale IQ than is the NALS data. The second reason is that the GSS data included 
samples ranging from 1974 to 2014 whereas the NALS data included only a sample 
from 1992. Because of this, the difference in score may reflect the societal push to get 
everyone into college and thereby lessen educational attainment’ s ability to predict 
individual differences. 


It is also interesting to note that, with the exception of people with graduate degrees, 
the NALS data shows a larger racial gap at each level of education than does the GSS 
data even though the NALS literacy tests would likely appear more “culturally bias” 
to most people than the GSS verbal test. 


The fact that Blacks at a given level of education have cognitive abilities equal to that 
of Whites at lower levels of education is probably explained by a few mechanisms. 


First, there is well documented anti- White and pro—Black bias in the admission 
criteria of universities and medical schools. Blacks are allowed into universities with 
far lower test scores than what Whites would need in order to gain entry to these same 
schools. This necessarily has the effect of lowering the mean Black IQ, relative to 
Whites, at any given level of education. 

Secondly, these differences may reflect cultural disparities in how Whites and Blacks 
view post-secondary education. Today, in spite of their relatively low test scores, 
Black recent high school graduates are more likely than White recent high school 
graduates to enter (though not to complete) college. To some degree, this is because 
of the previously referenced discrimination present in university admissions. However, 
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it may also reflect the fact that Black parents are almost twice as likely as White 
parents to say that it is very important to them that their child gets a college degree. 


Hispanic and black parents place high value on a 
college degree 


% saying it is that their children earna college degree 


Extremely Very 
important important Net 
Hispanic 52 34 86 
Black 62 17 79 
; 2 67 a 
White 34 32 Because of this, in 
conjunction with the 
relative lack of high IQ 
Note: Whites and blacks includeonlythose who are not spanics are of any race Black people in general, 
Source: Survey of parents wit the idea that one should 
PEW RESEARCH CENTER go to college regardless 


of their cognitive ability 
may be more common among Blacks than among Whites. Or that blacks are less likely 
to believe there even exists such a thing as “cognitive ability” and that only racists 
think in such terms. 


A third relevant factor is that within any given level of formal education Whites may be 
going to harder schools than Blacks. This no doubt contributes to the fact that Whites 
have higher IQs than Blacks within the same level of education. However, it seems 
implausible that this can explain, for instance, why Black’ s with graduate degrees 
scored lower than Whites with Z—year degrees in the GSS data. The graduate schools 
that Blacks go to cannot possibly be easier than junior colleges that Whites go to. 


Socially, this finding is important because it implies that we cannot assume that Blacks 
and Whites with similar educational credentials will have equal cognitive abilities. 
Though most people are unfamiliar with the relevant data, many may have an intuitive 
grasp of this fact - an implicit scepticism of the Black woman with a Masters degree. 


If so, this invalidates studies which attempt to measure discrimination against Blacks 
by showing that Whites are favoured over Blacks for jobs even when they have 
equivalent or even lesser credentials. As we have seen, in education, Whites with 
lesser credentials normally have greater cognitive ability and functional literacy than 
Blacks with greater credentials, and so there is a rational, non—hateful, reason to 
prefer White applicants over Blacks even after matching their credentials. 
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UNIVERSITY DISCRIMINATION 


A black kid from an upper-middle income family and school will get more preferential admissions treatment than 
this girl will. 


What an Orwellian euphemism, “affirmative action” . 


1997 SAT DATA 


In 1997, Stephen Epinshade found that being black is worth 230 points on the SAT, 
being Hispanic is worth 185 points, being Asian costs you 50 points, and being a legacy 
is worth 160 points when applying to a university. 


SAT SCORES AT THE TOP 20 UNIVERSITIES 
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I don’ t know of any similar recent analysis of this that has been done. So to estimate 
how much affirmative action is being done, we have to infer from more aggregate data. 
And this is done looking at SAT score distributions by race, and the racial 
composition of student bodies at universities. I limited by analysis to the top 20 
universities by average SAT. All SAT data is math + verbal only. 

So here are the top 20 universities by SAT selectivity and their racial composition: 


Racial Composition of top 20 US Universities by Average SAT 
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University Average SAI ™% Black % HI We can compare the proportions 
each racial group made of the 1478+ 
Cal Tech 1545 1 12 SAT scorers, and what percentage 
of admissions they were compared 
Yale 1505 7 41 to their percentage of the 1478+ 
SAT scores: 
Tee 1505 7 10 Representation of Racial Groups in 


top 20 Universities Relative to their 
Number Scoring at or Above the 


WKácé^'^^ w of 89" meansAi standard % o Average SAT for said Universities 


year old Deviation sco 
pop. 147: 
And so whites “should” be 72.46% 
of all admitted students at the top 20 
White 55 1063 196 4.74 Universities, presuming that on 
aggregate whites and blacks with 
the same SAT are, on average, 
equivalent on everything else 
| overall. This is not an outlandish 
Black 15.5 859 190 0.05 assumption, as the races, when 
SAT scores are controlled for, do 
roughly the same in college, with 
whites actually doing slightly better 
for any given SAT score. 


Stanford 1475 6 15 In addition, Epinshade in 1997 
(linked above) controlled for a 
Franklin Olin 1479 0 4 whole host of factors and found that 


members of reach racial group, for a 
given SAT score, were virtually equivalent on average. If you think that’ s not the 
case today, that despite whites and Asians actually doing better in University for any 
given SAT score than blacks and hispanics with the same scores, that blacks and 
Hispanics have some other things about them that make them better candidates for any 
given SAT score, well, feel free to show all of that and I’ ll modify this article 
accordingly. 


Whites should be 72.46%, blacks should be 0.67%, Hispanics should be 2.81%, and 
Asians should be 24.06%. The deviations from these result in whites only having 
61.21% as many students in the top 20 universities as they should, and Asians only 
getting 78.55% of their students in. Hispanics get 370.11% as many students as they 
should get, and blacks get a whopping 873.13%, almost nine times the representation 
that their SAT scores warrant. 


But with these numbers, we can figure out what the average SAT will be for the top 20 
University attendees by race: 


Average SAT by Race for Student Body of the top 20 Universities 
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Race Average percentile Ave 
within-race of stuc . . 
studentacceptedto top 'This may come as a surprise, but 
top 20 uni whites actually get punished more 
White 99.508% 151! than Asians both in terms of their 


representation as a percentage of 

qualified applicants, and in terms of 
Black 98.95% 1251 the point value of the discrimination 

against them. Now I am simply 

looking at the top 20 Universities, 
not the top 100, or all, and so these results aren’ t necessarily applicable to all 
Universities. 


"HOLISTIC" ADMISSIONS 


Following the passage of Proposition 209 in California, which forbade the usage of 
racial quotas in school admissions, the University of California and the California State 
systems adopted a “holistic review” process. 


Factors taken into consideration, in addition to SAT, GPA, Honours and 
extracurriculars, were the “life challenge index” and “eligibility in the local 
context” - or class rank. 


Now using class rank is a particularly devious tactic, as it allows elite universities to 
reach into overwhelmingly black schools. The problem is that the school you go to 
doesn’ t really matter at all. 


Going toa “good school” is not going to raise your SAT or GPA, and it’ s not going 
to result in you learning anything more. Voucher studies strongly evidenced this. 


It’ s simply going to stack you up against smarter kids and lower your class rank. 


Moreover, “life difficulty" , to the extent it is treated as synonymous with 

“money” ,is not a relevant causal variable for IQ. Sure, within the US, people with 
lower IQs have less money, and tend to have lower IQ parents, who also have less 
money. 
But even taking into considerations these questionable “controls” , cherry - picked to 
maximize the yield of black and Hispanic students at the UC system, it STILL wasn' t 
working. Richard Sander got a hold of the actual “holistic score” data through a 
Freedom of Information Act request and found that (since the UC system refused to 
publish the data), even with all of these things taken into account (which I think 
are spurious controls anyway), the UC system STILL gives pure racial preferences: 
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PERUENIAGE SIUVENIS — ... 
ADMITTED BY KAGE 


FUI ZUUI LU ZUUY, ULLA AUITIISSIOTIS 
avvcpteu d rigrer percentage of Diack 25% 
anu Latino students with mid-range 

nonsuc scores, tnan wnite and other 20% 
aues witn tne same scores. 


Bu € Blacks 15% 


And so even when whites have, according to 
the UC holistic admissions score, the 
same supposed disadvantages as 
blacks (low income, parents 

didn’ t go to college, “bad 

school” , etc.) they are 
still giving blacks 
preference. 


30% 


t of 
course 


@ Latinos and Native 10% they 
Americans have 
to, 5% 
© Whites 
0 
SOURCE: Richard Sander, UCLA professor of law. 2.75 a l 25 
Graphic reporting by Alexia Boyarsky, Bruin staff. Holistic Rank because if 


Graphic by Stephen Stewart, Bruin reporter. 
they just went by various “life challenge” indicators, 


they’ d be taking in mostly disadvantaged whites: 


At All Family Income Levels, There is a 


Persisting Racial Gap in SAT Scores 
Mean Mean 
Black White Racial 
Familiy income — à  Sowe Score 3— Gap _ 
Under $20,000 798 978 180 
$20,000 to $40,000 836 995 159 
$40,000 to $60,000 864 1017 153 
$60,000 to $80,000 889 1032 143 
$80,000 to $100,000 908 1052 144 
$100,000 to $120,000 922 1066 144 
$120,000 to $140,000 926 1073 147 | 
$140,000 to $160,000 942 1087 145 | Because whites at the bottom 10% do 
$160,000 to $200,000 943 1091 148 about as well as blacks at the top 10%, 
More than $200,000 981 1130 149 Universities must explicitly 
discriminate on purely racial lines if 
Source: The College Board. they want hardly any blacks in at all. 


And they must, to a lesser extent, do 
this for Hispanics as well. 


But in addition to all of this circumstantial evidence, 42% of admissions officers 
themselves say that “membership in an under-represented group” is the most 
important variable for them, saying this is more important than them having exceptional 
talent: 
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Table 7. Which variable is most important in determining an applicant's institutional fit? 


Variable % of sample finding this variable most important 
Membership in an under-represented group 42% 
Exceptional talent 42% 
Recruited athlete status 7% 
Yield likelihood 7% 
Development potential 2% 


Coincidental with, or perhaps a response to, the fact that poor whites outperform upper 
income blacks, is the pushing of “white privilege” on whites in the poorest parts 
of the country. Since it can? t be genetics, as race differences in cognitive abilities 
tied to genetics is not allowed, these poor whites must be outperforming rich blacks for 
environmental reasons, and so the “white privilege must be so ubiquitous, so 
powerful, that even these people have terrific institutional privileges. 


RACIAL EXTREMISM AT THE UNIVERSITIES 


But it gets more extreme than that. An article from The American 
Conservative included Jews as a category for the population of elite universities. 


This is important, because Jews are lumped in with whites. But since very few white 
people are Jews, it’ s important to distinguish, whenever possible the Jewish and non- 
Jewish representation. 


While whites were only 43.1% of the average population of the top 20 universities by 
SAT requirement in 2014, non- Jewish whites were a mere 23% of the Ivy League 
schools, with Jews at 23%: 


Elite University Undergraduate Enrollments, 2007-2011 The American 
-— Conservative also 
Universi Non-Jewish Asi Unk Jewish Non-Jewi 
niversity on White sian n "Haro ewis e X looked at other 
Harvard | 18%| — 1696 12% 26% — metrics with 
DN eS E ® Jewish which to infer 
Princeton 37% | 1696 5% 13% : . 
uA 37 m ul al Hs Harvard Yale Prince Merit, looking at 
Á 70 70 ^o 
Columbia | 15% 16% 10% 25% the US Math 
Cornell 24%] 16% 14% 23% Olympiad Teams, 
Dartmouth | 42% 14% 6% 11% College Putnam 
Penn 17% 18% 13% 27% Math Winners US 
All ivy League | 23%| 16% 1% 23% | : P 
‘Caltech 33%| 39% 2% 6% & o & Physics Olymp iad 
MIT 27% | 2596 6% 9% winners, Science 
Stanford — | 289. | 21% 4% 10% Olympiad 
uc Berkeley 21% 40% 7% 10% Winners, Siemens 
UCLA 24% 37% 4% 9% 


Science AP 
Winners, Science Talent Search Finalists, NMS Semi-finalists for whatever states 
they could find. 
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U.S. Physics Olympiad Winners 
Period N/J White! Asian Jewish "T 
19805 — 49% | 23% | 28% T 
1990s | 55% 25% | 20% eo 
2000s | 46% | 46% | 9% 40 
(20005 | 14% 81% | 5% 20 
0 
1986-89 
Science Olympiad Winners "e. 
10096 


Competition N/J White Asian Jewish 


Computing, 1992-2012 | 62% | 27% | 11% 


Biology, 2003-2012 | 25% | 68% |8% 
Chemistry, 2011-2012 | 10% 90% |0% 
Siemens Science AP Winners 
Period N/J White Asian 
| 2002-2011 | 31% | 61% 8% 


Computing, 3 
1992-2012 2003-201: 


Science Talent Search Finalists 
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Recent NMS Semifinalists for Available States It is worth noting that each of 

State/Years Total (2011) N/J White Asian | Jewish these tables add up to 100% 

Alabama/2008, 2010 208 | 83%| — 1496 296 despite not having a black or 

Arizona/2013 | 342 | 68% 26% 5% Hispanic category. 

California/2010, 2012 | 1,999 | 37%| 58% 4% 

Colorado/2012, 2013 256 | 78% | 14% 7% | Non-Jewish White ^ Based on this data the author 

Florida/2008-13 867 74% | — 1896 896 [3 Asian 

Moon | es|  rm| zw| e Bl enin concluded that Jews are 

Indiana/2010, 2012413. 327|  75%| 18%|  5* probably overrepresented at 
"wa, . Elite University Enrollment "Aa Elite Univer elite universities 

ens. m Ratios 2007-11 wuwne Ratios 200; by a factor of 

Black gg Relative to Total Age 18-21 Population NJW«A Relative to High about 3: 


& Harvard 
= Yale 


a E E 
l 
[m = 
EA —— 
p — 
ae re ae 
—— 


What this means 
though, is that 
whites, except 
Jews, are 
heavily 
discriminated 
against through 
the use of 

“holistic 
review” in 
favour of Jews, 
who are 
overrepresented 
relative to their 
ability. They are 
a high- 
p" j- | | } : [ performing 

RJ | group which also 
—— — —-— —}- —} "m  — gets preferences 

MIT 


and appear to be 


| | 4 4 4 E over— 
represented for 


their ability 
level, while 


a Dartmouth 


non-Jewish whites get the shaft. 


And so when Jews are disambiguated from non- Jews, the already savage 
discrimination against whites at the elite universities becomes very, very extreme. 


I did not expect the Universities to be this extreme when I started writing this article. 
POST-GRADUATION PRIVILEGE 


The racial privilege of blacks and Hispanics is not limited to admissions to the 
undergraduate programs. 


In applications to medical schools, blacks and Hispanics get major bonuses on their 
MCAT and GPA: 
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Averages for 


US Medical School Acceptance Rates (2013 - 2016) by 


p Matriculants by 
Race/Ethnic Goup, for MCAT Scores 24-32 and GPAs 3.2-3.8 Race/Ethnic 
MCAT | 2426 24-26 | 24-26 27-29 | 30-32 30-32 30-32 |Group, 2015-2016 


27-29 EUN 
3.20-3.39| 3.40 


3.59 3.60-3.79[3.20-3.39 3.40-3.59 3.60-3.79 
14.4% 27.3% 40396 57.5% 
34.0% 48096 63.0% 
30.5% 38396 51.196 57.0% 75999 83496 
56.4% — 67.196 | 74.9% 81299 —— 82.3% 86.999 93.7% 
16.7% 20296 26.596 % 30.6% 34.5% 46.596 ^ 60.990 


MCAT 
32.8 3.73 
29.2 3.73 
31.8 3.59 


8.096 14.0% | 22.096 


Source: Association of American Medical Colleges 


So one should try to stay away from black doctors, and prefer Asian doctors. 


For law schools, the Occidental Observer looked at the LSAT scores and found that 


being black was worth about 6 points for the top 14 law schools, or 7 points for the top 
6 law schools. 


Because of how closely clustered LSAT scores are, a more meaningful way to think of 
this in percentiles: 


Minimum LSAT score for Percentile of all LSAT 

top 14 law school takers 
| Caucasians/Asians — — | 164 JB CC 
[Blacks = — 4,158 |. | — — 77 — — —.— ^ | 


Minimum LSAT score for Percentile of all LSAT test 
top 6 law school takers 
| Caucasians/Asians — | 168 OSW — — | 
[Blacks O | sis TH 


'Thus, being black is worth leapfrogging 16 percent of whites at the top 6 law schools, 
and is worth 11 leapfrogging 11 percent of whites at the top 14 schools. 


THESE GRADUATES 


As illustrated more thoroughly in another article on this site, blacks with the same 
college credential are, on average, significantly less intelligent than whites at the same 
credential level. 


This is found using word sum scores from the General Social Survey by race and 
education level: 
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Verba So a black person with a graduate degree (masters, PhD) 
will have only a slightly higher verbal IQ than a white 
person with a high school diploma. 


Highest Degree Y g : 
Keep in mind that blacks actually do better on verbal 


| tests than they do on non- verbal tests, and so the full— 
scale IQ of blacks at each education level is almost certainly going to be lower than 
this. 


'This black underperformance by education level is also found on adult literacy surveys. 
These involve prose (writing), document reading, and quantitative reasoning: 


Estimated IQ by Race and Education Black/White Gap (SD) by Literacy Type and Education 


Highest Degree White IQ Black IQ Document Prose Quantitative Average 

Highschool 87 17 59 60 19 66 
Dropout 

eee 99 90 59 Ey 18 .63 
Graduate 

2 Year Degree 104 94 .69 .60 18 67 

4 Year Degree 113 103 .67 65 -18 10 

Graduate 121 110 14 10 84 16 

Degree 


What this means is that a black person with a college degree is only going to be 
slightly more competent than a white high school graduate. And the highest 
credentialed blacks will, on average, be slightly less competent than whites with basic 
4—year degrees. 


Steve Farron, ina speech he gave on his book “The Affirmative Action Hoax” , only 


18% of black college graduates could summarize a newspaper article, and only 11% 
could read a bus schedule. Of course this probably means that most whites can’ t do 
these things either. 


AFFIRMATIVE ACTION 


It is clear that the elite universities in the United States are discriminating against 
whites in an extreme manner, to the point where whites, particularly non—Jewish 
whites, are strictly underrepresented relative to their percentage of the population. By 
their population, they should be 55% of the people at these Universities, and by their 
merit should be around 72%. But admissions officers have made sure that their 
average student body is only 44.35% white. 


Other races do not perform better than their SATs would predict, in fact they perform 
slightly worse compared to whites with the same scores. The anti—- white 
discrimination is not merely the disparate impact of controlling for “social” and 
economic factors; it is, and based on low-class whites outperforming high- class 
blacks, has to be, a function of race itself. 


And it doesn' t get better. When applying to law and medical school, the blacks and 
Hispanics still perform worse, and still get preferential treatment. And finally, once 
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they have those degrees, the blacks are far less intelligent and competent than whites 
with the same credentials, causing employers to devalue black and Hispanic degrees. 


But this shouldn' t be too surprising. This is the result of an impossible situation that 
the admissions officers are in; holding an environmental determinist view on race that 
was established in the civil rights era, disallowing racial genetic differences to even 
enter the discussion. And then, 50 years later, having made precisely zero progress 
beyond the direct results of affirmative action quotas, that would be lost the moment 
those quotas were removed, they must find new explanations, and they must justify de 
facto racial quotes longer, and more, and against poor whites as well. 


It’ s not traditional environmental disadvantages, no, the environmental effects must 
be more extreme, more exotic, more hidden. Genes explain it easily, but genes cannot 
enter into it because only racists think that way, and since it is racist it must be wrong. 
Besides, we here at the elite universities, who established back in 1965 that all was 
environmentally determined, know that “race realism” is just suit-and-tie racism, 
therefore it is incorrect. Racist, therefore incorrect. 


And so like a schizophrenic with mad delusions, these people keep trying to find the 
connections, keep imagining "white privilege" everywhere to explain why the 
poorest people in the country, whites from Appalachia, keep outperforming their 
precious, coddled and pumped up rich blacks from the prep schools and tutors. 


These people are sick. 


THE CALLBACK MYTH 


There was a time when I thought perhaps "White Privilege" had some substance to 
it, but the more I read about it the more I found that it’ s just a re—labelling of “racial 
inequality” arguments. And every single one of them goes like this: 


] Racism 


'They find some way that whites 
have it better than blacks, and call 
that "White Privilege." This 

White Black seems compelling if you just 
assume that all inequality 1s the product of some unfairness. 


I won’ t bother with the more trivial and unfalsifiable “white privilege" claims, like 
white people touching poofy Afro hair, or how Nicki Minaj is called the “black Lady 
Gaga' or the existential horror of some white people wearing blackface. 
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I m going to focus on things that are important and can be verified / falsified, such as 
police and court bias, employment opportunity, income, economic mobility and 
educational opportunities. 

Employee competence by race and credential 

One “White Privilege" argument is that blacks get fewer call—backs than whites for 
given credentials. This is assumed to be just bald “racism” on the part of employers, 
but consider that a given credential might mean less for a black person than for a white 
person. 


From the 2002 National Adult Literacy Survey (test), on page 36 they have an 
interesting chart showing scores on document reading, prose (writing) and math for 
every level of education. 


We can look at the result for document reading ability: 
Document Keadin 


0-8 9-12 GED HS Some 
Years Years Diploma College 


297 


261 


So in terms of ability to read and understand documents, a white college dropout will, 
on average, have an easier time understanding documents than a black person with 
some post-graduate degree. And the black post-grad won’ t be that much better than 
a white guy with a GED. 


Next we can look at prose (writing) ability: 
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Prose (Writing; A similar story, white college 


0-8 9-12 GED HS Some dropouts are better writers than 
Years Years Diploma College black post—grads. 
Next we can look at quantitative 
ana 249 ITR azo | ano ability: 
Quantitative Sc 
0-8 9-12 GED HS Some 
Years Years Diploma Collegé——~ 


White 


Black 


Here we have whites who didn’ t even go to college doing almost as well as blacks 
with a 4-year degree. 


So if you’ re an employer, would you rather have a black with a post—grad degree, or 
a white college dropout? 


The white college dropout is more competent and will expect less pay and less 

autonomy than the black post—- grad. The black post— grad is also more likely to sue 

you for racial discrimination if you promote a white employee with worse 
"credentials" over him. 


These numbers are from 2002. Unfortunately later reports don' t have these brilliant 
charts showing competence by race and education level, but one does show 
competence by race and income level, which suggests that this 1s still true. 

Call—backs for Criminals 

One of the most salient “white privilege" factoids regarding employment is that white 
male ex—cons are more likely to get a call back than black males - period. My 
response is, “well, who makes a better employee?" 


Regarding criminality, remember that 29% of black males go to prison at some time in 
their life. 

A BJS study on recidivism found that whites had a 39.9% recidivism rate in the 30 
states they had data for. Meaning that white ex—cons had a 39.9%% chance of going to 


prison again. 

Looking forward, a white ex—con is still more likely to go to jail than a random black 
person. But that higher criminality for the white ex—con may be offset by greater 
competence and better work ethic. 


It’ s not like white ex—cons are worlds more criminal than average blacks. 


From an employer' s point of view: who is more likely to steal from the company - a 
white ex-con, or a random black person? 
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Well the white ex—con is 1.376 times more criminal than the black, BUT he probably 
has a higher IQ. We know this because the IQs of prisoners is around 90, while the IQ 
of blacks is 85. And so even if white ex—cons merely have the same IQ as the entire 
prison population, it’ s going to be higher. But white prisoners probably have average 
IQs above 90, because some group is going to be offsetting the fact that black convicts 
certainly have IQs below 85 and well below 90. 


And soit’ s possible that the white ex—con is less likely to steal from his employer 
than the random black person, even though he' s more likely to steal overall, simply 
because he' s less stupid than the black person. Think about it - he' s only 

37.6% more likely to steal in the first instance, and given his higher IQ, it’ s shouldn’ t 
be dismissed that the ex—con is LESS likely to steal from his employer in particular 
than a random black male. 


In short, it’ s not scandalous that employers are picking white ex—cons over blacks. It 
may be the wrong decision for employers, or it may be a smart decision for them. But 
it s not immediately obvious. 


IQ, work performance and income 

Next we can look at race, IQ and income. Now you can believe whatever you want 
about IQ and "intelligence." You can believe that IQ has nothing to do with 
intelligence if that makes you feel better. But IQ (also known as general mental ability 
or GMA) does predict work performance extremely well. And this is something very 
relevant to employers who want to hire people who can get the job done: 


Personnel measures Validity 
GMA tests" wl 
Work sample tests" Sá 
Integrity tests“ 4) 
Conscientiousness tests? 31 
Employment interviews (structured) 5] 
Employment interviews (unstructured) 3t 
Job knowledge tests* At 
Job tryout procedure" Ae 
Peer ratings! AS 
T & E behavioral consistency method’ A 
Reference checks* OX 
Job experience (years) BE 
Biographical data measures" A. 
Assessment centers" .34 So IQ can basically be used as a 
T & E point method" .1l proxy for work performance ability. 
Years of education” .lÉ If you have 50 people with an IQ of 
Interests” a a 100, and 50 people with an IQ of 


85, the people with an IQ of 100 
will probably have better work performance. And that' s what we have with blacks and 
whites. 


So the relevant question regarding “white privilege” is: do blacks earn less than their 


IQ would predict? And the second question 1s, if so, what does it mean? 


Well, according to business insider, in 2012 Black median income was $33,321 and 
White median income was $57,009. Thus black median income was 58.45% of white 
median income. 
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In 1993 in The Bell Curve, Charles Murray calculated the median incomes of people of 
various IQs. He found that people with an IQ of 85 earn 61.9% of what people with an 
IQ of 100 earn on average. 


The median IQ of blacks has been 85 for as long as it has been measured, while the 
median IQ of whites is 100 (this is by design; whatever whites score on the test in 
absolute numbers is called 100). 

So if you take these numbers literally, blacks earn 3.5% less than whites when IQ is 
controlled for. But remember we' re comparing data from 1993 to data from 2012. 
Perhaps a higher IQ was 3.596 more valuable in 2012 than it was in 1993. 

But the real takeaway is that BLACKS AND WHITES EARN ROUGHLY WHAT 
THEIR IQS WOULD PREDICT, and any deviation from this for the whole populations 
is rather minor 1f it even exists at all. 

Again, you don’ t have to think IQ means “intelligence” to recognize that it 
corresponds with job performance, and employers seem to be discriminating on the 
basis of IQ as best they can, navigating the political minefields necessary to avoid 
employing over—credentialed blacks—which is the real problem, not “White 
Privilege." 


On the Studies Showing Obscene Call- back Disparities 
For the sake of understanding, imagine that a resume can be scored into a single value, 
from 1 to 100. This includes references, job experience and credentials. 


Now say, to employers, because of the over credentialization of blacks, being black 
costs 5 points. 


Okay, now say you run an experiment in which you take two otherwise identical 
resumes, and send them to businesses. If being white is worth 5 points, how often will 
the business choose the white resume over the black resume? Well, we would expect 
them to take the white resume over the black one 100% OF THE TIME. 

And so these studies showing that identical white resumes are basically ALWAYS 
picked over “equal” black resumes shouldn' t be surprising at all. But in reality, 
precisely equal resumes are not competing with each other. There are a lot of 
situations where no good white resumes are put in, and so in actuality whites only get 
call- backs about twice as often than blacks with equal credentials, not 20 times as 
often. 


Blacks have to have more credentials than whites in order to get jobs, true, but it is 
easler for them to get those credentials due to affirmative action. 


I certainly oppose this. It’ s certainly unfair to require blacks jump through additional 
hoops to get the same thing. I say to bring back the IQ tests for jobs - it will save 
everyone a lot of time and money, andis a much better predictor of job performance 
than “education level” , work experience or references. 
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RACIAL DISCRIMINATION IN LOANS 


Racial differences in the ability to acquire a loan are sometimes pointed to as evidence 
of White privilege. These differences are said to lead to racial disparities in home 
ownership rates and entrepreneurship which in turn have a variety of long-term 
economic and social consequences. Though this story is often repeated, it is not 
justified by the relevant empirical evidence. 


The idea that Whites get loans easily due to White privilege is not consistent with the 
fact that Asians can get loans just as easily as Whites can. 


Despite recent improvements, blacks and Hispani... 
cull have harder time getting inoitgag. 


VEAL Tut. 


DUT 
+4.070 
ps 
au 
31.4 
BIack zr.a 
26.3 
22.3 
Hispanic 19.z 
e AIL 127.0 
White 1U.9 
13.2 Asian 1U.5 
Desilver and Bialik (2017) 
o Given this pattern, the most 
2000 2005 2010 2015 obvious cause of differences in 
loan approval is racial 
Note: Data based on applic ations for conventional loans for one-to-four-family differences in income. 
home purchases, including manufactured homes. Data on Asians were not broken H s. h 
out separately until 2004. Hispanics may be of any race. owever, critics have 
Source: Pew Research Center analysis of Home Mortgage Disclosure Act data pointed out that Whites are 
PEW RESEARCH CENTER more likely than Blacks to 


get loans approved when 
comparing people of equal incomes. 
This may sound compelling, but Blacks and Whites with equal incomes do not have the 
same spending behaviour. Borgo (2013) looked at data on 25,820 American 
households and found that Black homes had lower saving rates than White homes even 
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after controlling for differences in income, age, family size, education, and marital 
status. Thus, it makes sense for loan companies to prefer White customers over Black 
ones even if they have the same incomes. 

These differences in spending behaviour explain why Blacks and Whites with equal 
incomes do not have the same credit scores. As reported by The Washington Post: 


“The study found that whites earning less than $25,000 had better credit 
records as a group than African Americans earning between $65,000 and 
$70,000: Overall 48 percent of blacks and 27 percent of whites had bad 
credit ratings, as defined by Freddie Mac in this study." - Loose, The 


Washington Post 

The central role of credit scores in racial loan disparities is highlighted by a survey 
which had lenders explain why they denied a large sample of loan applications. This 
research found that an applicant’ s debt—to—income ratio was the top reason non— 
Blacks were denied loans whereas credit history was the most frequently cited reason 
for Black applicants. 


at a= * 
wwiny uiffercus overs ws 


wu tpapes 
most frequently cileu . svan.. 
rr 
Whi. 
Debt to income ratic Zun 
wreun nisuiory 23 
vollateral a0 
wack: 
Credit history 24 
vent to income ratio za 
Collateral P 
Hispanic. 
Debt-to-income ratio z0 
Credit history 4i Desilver and Bialik (2017) 
Collateral ; : . : ; 
1 Some studies find that racial differences in loan acceptance 
Asian. persist even after adjusting for credit score differences. This is 
— — ratio ?9 — true, but it is also true that the credit scoring system 
ollatera 15 


doesn' t work equally well for Blacks and Whites. 
According to areport given to congress by the federal 
turconuaddicnal mne do: reserve on how well loan performance is predicted by credit 
four-family home purchases, scores: 

s PE mE “Consistently, across all three credit scores and all 
reasons for loan denials, and in som five performance measures, blacks, single 

es Pee reasons were repone Individuals, individuals residing in lower—income or 
a Home Mortgage Disclosure Act datai edominantiy minority Census tracts SROW 
consistently higher incidences of bad performance 
than would be predicted by the credit scores. Similarly, Asians, married 


individuals, foreign —born (particularly, recent immigrants), and those 


Credit application incomplete az 


ta are based on applic 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER 
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residing in higher-income census tracts consistently perform better than 
predicted by their credit scores" 


In other words, if you give out a loan to a Black and a loan to a White with equal credit 
scores, you are more likely to get your money back from the White. 


This bias was shown to be strongest among those with low credit scores and to be 
much weaker among those with good credit scores. There is not much of a difference 
in the riskiness of giving loans to Blacks and Whites with good credit scores, but 
Blacks with poor credit scores are significantly riskier than Whites with poor credit 
scores to loan money to. 


Given this, it should be no surprise that a study by the Chicago federal reserve found 
no racial bias in loan approval rates among those with a good credit score but a 
significant bias in favour of whites among those with a bad credit score. Loan agencies 
are acting exactly as we would expect them to if they were economically rational. 
Perhaps the strongest evidence that racism is not the cause of differences in loan 
approval rates comes from a study of several thousand banks which found that Black— 
owned banks discriminated far more harshly against Blacks than did White -owned 
banks. 

Specifically, at a White owned bank a Black person was found to have a 78% higher 
chance of rejection for a loan compared to a White person. At a Black—owned bank, 
this figure rose to 179%, an increase of 101%. 


Thus, racial differences in the riskiness of loans can account for why Blacks have a 


White-Owned Banks Black-Owned Banks harder 
————— Á—M— — time 
Acceptances Rejections Acceptances Reject selling 
White applicants 90.59% 9.41% 86.22% 1378 loans 
(1984) (206) (169) (27 than 
Black applicants 83.26% 16.74% 61.56% 38.444! White 
(179) (36) l (458) (286) people 
Total applicants 89.94% 10.06% 66.70% 33.30' du. md 
(2163) (242) (627) (313) Í 
Disparity ratio" 1.78 279 the 


relevant empirical evidence does not justify the belief that racism on the part of 
loaners is a relevant factor. 
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"SCIENCE" 


PEER REVIEW, REPLICATION AND PUBLICATION BIAS 


In 2005, three MIT graduate students Jeremy Stribling, Dan Aguayo and Maxwell 
Krohn wrote the program SClgen to generate fake papers. In their sting, they 
submitted a paper to the 2005 World Multiconference on Systemics, Cybernetics and 
Informatics. That paper was entitled “Rooter: A Methodology for the Typical 
Unification of Access Points and Redundancy” . 


Here' s the abstract from the fake paper: 


"many physicists would agree that, had it not been for congestion 
control, the evaluation of web browsers might never have occurred. In 
fact, few hackers worldwide would disagree with the essential unification 
of voice over IP and public private key pair. In order to solve this 
riddle, we confirm that SMPs can be made stochastic, cacheable, and 
interposable:::” 
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The three authors were invited to speak at the conference, where they exposed the 
hoax. The program SClgen is available on the internet free to download and use by 
anyone. 


As recently as 2013, at least 16 SCIgen papers have been found in Springer journals. 


According to the paper by Dominique and Cyril Labbe entitled “duplicate and fake 
publications in the scientific literature: how many SClgen papers in computer 
science? , SCIgen papers had an acceptance rate of 13.396 at the ACM digital library, 
and 28% for Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers. 

Now certainly the ACM digital library and the IEEE are not the most prestigious 
journals. But 16 got into Springer. Now I don’ t know what percentage of SCIgen 
papers got in, but some did. And if completely bogus and ridiculous nonsense - jargon 
papers could get in at least some of time, what about papers which aren' t so 
transparently bogus? Whose authors are smarter liars than a text—spinning algorithm? 


This is the point. Nobody would say that the prestigious journals are literally churning 
out thousands of SCIgen papers, but the fact that sometimes SCIgen papers can get 
through calls into question the seriousness of the peer review process. 


Another sting operation was done by John Bohannon. Bohannon wrote essentially the 
same paper 304 times about some moss that inhibited cancer growth. The paper has 
glaring flaws that he describes in his Sciencemag article, “Who’ s Afraid of Peer 
Review” . 


Among them were descriptions of a correlation between moss exposure and cancer 
inhibition when his own chart showed zero correlation. He posed as researchers from 
various third— world institutes, using randomly generated names for the authors and 
institutions of his 304 fake papers, and moving paragraphs around. 


These are the same text “spinning” techniques used by spammers to get past spam 
filters. He also ran his original text through google translate into French, and then back 
into English, and then manually corrected the biggest errors in the final translation. 
This was so he had the correct grammar, but the idiom of a foreign speaker. 


The 304 slightly different papers were sent to 304 Journals. In total, 157 were 
accepted, 98 rejected, 29 were derelict, and 20 were still reviewing the paper by the 
time Bohannon published the results of his sting. 


He sent the paper to 167 Directory of Open Access Journals (DOAJ), and 121 to 
Jeffrey Beall’ s list, and 16 on both Beall’ s list and the DOAJ. 


Beall’ s list is a list of Journals determined by Jeffrey Beall to be bogus. The 
Directory of Open Access Journals is run by Lars Bjornshauge, a library scientist at 
Lund University in Sweden. 


Bohannon says of the DOAJ, 


"without revealing my plan, I asked DOAJ staff members how journals 
make it onto their list. "the title must first be suggested to us through a 
form on our website,” explained DOAJ’ s Linnéa Stenson. "if a journal 
hasn' t published enough, we contact the editor or publisher and ask 
them to come back to us when the title has published more content." 
Before listing a journal, they review it based on information provided by 
the publisher.” 
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The results of the sting were as follows: 


Reaction DOAJ Beall' s List Overlap 
Rejected w/o peer review [44.4% p.196 B (total) 
Rejected with peer review [11.1% 10.3% 2 (total) 
Accepted w/o peer review [24.3% 48.5% 6 (total) 
Accepted with peer review 20.1% 38.1% B (total) 


(Total responses 144 97 14 


The fact that junk journals accepted a junk article is not interesting. What is interesting 
is that journals run by Sage, Elsevier and Wolters Kluwer all accepted Bohannon’ s 
bogus paper. 


Sage’ s journal named Journal of International Medical Research accepted the paper, 
Wolters Kluwer’ s journal, Journal of Natural Pharmaceuticals accepted the paper, 
and 

Elsevier’ s journal Drug Intervention Today accepted the paper. 

Springer, Sage, Wolters Kluwer and Elsevier all went into damage control mode with 
apologies and statements. 


For example, Elsevier says that they don’ t actually own Drug Intervention Today. 
The problem though is that it’ s published by Elsevier, and anyone who reads 
something from Drug Intervention Today will see right up at the top a big "Elsevier" 
logo on it because it’ s published right along with Elsevier’ s other journals. The fact 
that they don' t legally own the journal is a red herring; and this distinction was only 
highlighted by Elsevier when it got caught in this sting. 

Same with Wolter Kulwer' s Journal of Natural Pharmaceuticals. Wolters Kluwer 
shut down that journal in response to this sting. But there' s no reason to believe 
that Journal of Natural Pharmaceuticals was any worse than any of Wolter Kluwer' s 
other journals. That just happened to be the journal targeted by Bohannon' s sting. 
Bohannon' s sting and the SCIgen sting show that horrifically bad papers can get 
through with some regularity. From what I see, these intentionally terrible SCIgen or 
Bohannon- esque papers get through the big, prestigious journals maybe 2% of the 
time. 


Now, I am NOT saying that these big journals routinely publish papers that are as bad 
as the intentionally bad paper Bohannon wrote. I am saying that the fact that such 

“boringly bad” papers can occasionally get through - even into the damage- 
controlling big journals - calls into question the review process. If Bohannon’ s paper 
can sometimes get through, how often do better—crafted fakes get through? 


Another sting was done by Fiona Godlee, an editor of the British Medical Journal, in 
1998. She took a paper which was about to be published in the British Medical Journal, 
modified it so it had 8 major errors, and then sent the paper to 420 reviewers. Only 
221 of the reviewers responded. The median number of errors found by the 
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respondents was 2, 35 respondents didn' t find a single error, and nobody found more 
than 5 errors. 


In 2008, a similar study was done, again by Fiona Godlee, and again with BMJ 
reviewers. This time the paper had 9 “major errors” and 5 “minor errors” , and had 
607 reviewers. 


The study compared the effects of training reviewers on how many errors they caught. 
One group had face-to-face training, one group was self-taught, and the other had no 
training (the controD. 


These were the results: 


Average number of major errors found by group (out of 9): 


Group Avg. Number of Errors Found 
1 (Control) 2.74 
2 (Self- Taught) 3.01 
3 (Face to Face) 3.12 


Average number of minor errors found by group (out of 5): 


Group Avg. Number of Errors Found 
1 (Control) 1.07 
2 (Self- Taught) 0.85 
3 (Face to Face) 1,03 


While presented as a study testing the efficacy of a reviewer training program, it is a 
de facto sting against the British Medical Journal. 


In 2014 Journal Citation reports gave the British Medical Journal an impact factor of 
16.378, putting it at 4" place among all general medical journals in the world. In my 
opinion, the fact that Fionna actually engaged in these stings is evidence that the 
British Medical Journal is probably better than average. That other journals, which 
don’ t even bother with this kind of self—testing, are probably even worse. 

In 1997, from the paper “Who reviews the reviewers? Feasibility of using a 
fictitious manuscript to evaluate peer reviewer performance” ,the authors sent an 
intentionally bad manuscript to all of the reviewers at Annals of Emergency Medicine. 
At the time of submission, the journal had an acceptance rate of 2696. Today the 
journal has an impact factor of around 4.33, which is average. 

Of the 262 reviewers the text was sent to, the response was: 


63 - Noresponse 

117 - Rejection 

67 - Revision 

15 - Immediate acceptance 
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But keep in mind that the opinions of the reviewers who didn’ t respond would not be 
included in the decision to accept or reject the article. 


In my opinion, this fake study would have a 1.4% chance of being published by Annals 
of Emergency Medicine. This assumes it would have 3 reviewers and require 
unanimous acceptance to get published by the editors, and that half of the reviewers 
who requested revision would later accept the paper, and half would later reject it. 

So this paper probably would not have been accepted. But what was more interesting is 
the number of errors identified: 


Verdict Number of errors found on average 
Accept 1.73 

Reject 3.91 

Revise 2.96 

Total 3.423 


Some of the highlights are: 


Only 30.2% of reviewers noted that there was no randomization of treatment. Only 
0.5%, as in one half of one percent, as in just one of the 199 reviewers, saw that the 
p-value calculations were incorrect. Only 10.6% noted that the drug being tested, 
Propranolol, wasn’ t being compared to a known agent. 


Despite the fact that this article probably wouldn' t be accepted based on my 
assumptions, the fact that so few of the intentionally planted errors were found is, in 
my opinion, a condemnation. And Annals of Emergency Medicine is an average journal 
it seems, so these results are probably typical. 

In 2000, the journal Brain, which is an Oxford publication, looked into the agreement 
between reviewers of articles at other journals. Unfortunately, those journals only 
agreed to this on the condition that they remain anonymous. So we' re trusting Oxford 
that they picked good journals. 


Journal A: 
Acceptance agreement: 47% vs. 42.596 by chance alone 


Priority agreement: 35% vs. 42.5% by chance alone 


Journal B: 
Acceptance agreement: 61% vs. 45.74% by chance alone 


Priority agreement: 61% vs. 46.32% by chance alone 


By the way, I inferred the numbers for chance here by counting the pixels in the bar 
chart. This is something I find myself doing ALL THE TIME when looking at published 
peer reviewed papers. 


Replication 
One other way to examine the efficacy of peer review 1s to look at replication. Now 


it s possible that some researcher can make a bogus study with bogus results, and 
other researchers will replicate bogus findings for whatever reason. It’ s also possible 
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that a researcher will not quite follow the same methods, even though they think they 
are. 


But the first step to replication is to have the methods available. In 2013, Melissa 
Haendel et. al. looked at 238 biomedical papers from 84 journals. Of all of the studies, 
she found the percent identifiable resources necessary for replication as follows: 


Resource Percent Identifiable 
Antibody 44% 
Cell Lines 43% 
Constructs 25% 
Knockdown Reagents 83% 
Organisms MT% 


Only 5 of the journals analysed had, by her definition, “stringent” resource reporting 
guidelines. Another issue is author’ s straight up unwillingness to share data. 


A report from the Institute of Medicine by Christine Lane entitled “Sharing Clinical 
Research Data: A Workshop” asked 389 researchers from 2008 to 2012 how willing 
they would be to share protocols and raw data (the bones). 


In 2008, 80% of the respondents would be willing to share additional protocols beyond 
what was gone over in the methods section, but only 60% would be willing to share 
raw data. 


In 2012, Only 60% of researchers said they were willing to provide additional 
protocols, and only 45% said they would be willing to share raw data. 


Keep in mind this is just a survey. In my opinion, this overestimates how many 
REALLY would share this information. 


Part of this may explain the difficulty of replication. In 2012 the company Amgen 
attempted to replicate 53 of what they labelled “landmark studies” on cancer. These 
are generally defined as studies which were published in “high impact” journals - 
journals that are cited a lot, and whose articles themselves have been cited a lot. 


The result was that they failed to replicate 47 of the 53 studies selected. Maybe their 
difficulty in replicating had to do with not getting the original data and protocols, or 
maybe it’ s because those studies were bunk. Maybe Amgen had some axe to grind 
and the whole thing was done in bad faith. 


But that’ s the problem. We don’ t know. It’ s just not being replicated. 


Bayer had more success in attempting to replicate studies in 2011. Khusru Asadullah 
headed a replication attempt of 67 studies Bayer was interested in. Asadullah and the 
team were only able to replicate 14 of the 67 studies, marginally better than the 
Amgen sting. 
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One could say “conflict of interest" because these are corporate studies, not 
University ones. But this seems to be dubious since Bayer and Amgen did these 
replication attempts for the purpose of product development. 


The website “psychfiledrawer.com” looks for replication attempts in the field of 
psychology. From their “article list" page, they show 20 successes at replication and 
42 failures. 

11 studies have only successful replications, 21 only have failed replications, and 5 
have a mixture of successful and failed replications. This surprised me, as my 
preconception was that things like psychology and sociology would have MORE 
unsuccessful replications than things like medicine or computer science. 


Bias Toward positive results 
Another major problem is the bias toward positive results: 


In the November 2010 paper, "Testing for The Presence of Positive - Outcome Bias 
in Peer Review: A Randomized Controlled Trial" ,the researchers sent two test 
manuscripts to 238 reviewers for The Journal of Bone and Joint Surgery and Clinical 
Orthopaedics and Related Research. 

They were randomly given a paper that showed the effect of giving an antibiotic after 
surgery. The two papers randomly assigned were identical in everything EXCEPT the 
conclusions. The version that showed no effect for the antibiotic was accepted 80% of 
the time, whereas the paper that concluded a positive effect was accepted 97.3% of the 
time. 

In addition, the reviewers of the paper with no positive results found more 
methodological errors. This is evidence of something I suspected, which is that 
scientists will find more methodological problems with ideas they don' t find appealing, 
all else being equal. 

From the paper, “Publication Bias: The “File—Drawer” Problem in Scientific 
Inference" ,Jeffrey Scargle argued that researchers themselves are generally more 
interested in publishing positive results, while negative or "null hypothesis” results 
are filed away. 

Combine this with the fact that reviewers themselves are probably biased toward 
positive results, and you have another reason to doubt peer review. 


Studies showing that most studies usually aren' t replicable have been replicated many 
times. This is a robust finding. 


Scott Armstrong from The Wharton School at the University of Pennsylvania, wrote in 
my opinion a scathing subjective evaluation of what peer review is like in his paper 

"Peer Review for Journals: Evidence on Quality Control, Fairness, and Innovation" . 
'The paper is mostly an analysis of other studies on Peer Review, but after looking at 
that data, here is how he described it: 


“These papers are then reviewed by people who are working in related 
areas but generally not on that same problem. So the reviewers typically 
have less experience with the problem than do the authors.. 

": Reviewers generally work without extrinsic rewards. Their names are 


not revealed, so their reputations do not depend on their doing high quality 
reviews: 
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--- In any event, on average, reviewers spend between two and six hours in 
reviewing a paper although they often wait for months before doing their 
reviews. They seldom use structured procedures. Rarely do they contribute 
new data or conduct analyses. Typically, they are not held accountable for 
following proper scientific procedures: 


:** Reviewers’ recommendations often differ from one another, as shown 
by Cicchetti (1991). Most authors have probably experienced this. For 
example, here are reviews for one of my papers: 


Referee #1: ` .. The paper is not deemed scientific enough to merit 
publication.’ 
Referee #2: '..This follows in the best tradition of science that 


encourages debate through replication.’ 


Authors are critical of the quality of the reviews that they receive. Bradley 
(1981) asked authors about their experience on the last compulsorily 
revised article published in a refereed journal. When asked whether the 
changes advocated by the referees were based on whim, bias, or personal 
preference, only 23% said none were, while 31% said that this applied to 
some important changes. Forty percent of the respondents said that some of 
the referees had not read the paper carefully." 


Now one may argue that while Peer Review is seriously flawed, it shows that the 
Universities are trying to create some method to combat bias, and as biased as they 
are, peer review boards are certainly less biased than the general public in general. 


And maybe this is true, but the people who say it, I have not seen one who has given 
any real reason to believe that. 


"So peer review is a flawed process, full of easily identified defects 
with little evidence that it works. Nevertheless, it 1s likely to remain 
central to science and journals because there is no obvious alternative, 
and scientists and editors have a continuing belief in peer review. How 
odd that science should be rooted in belief." 

- Richard Smith, 13—year editor of the British Medical Journal 


In terms of the benefits of the Journal System and Peer Review, there are two 
arguments that I have heard for it: 


1. That peer review keeps out bad science 

2. That it helps proliferate research 
Regarding point #1, how on earth did researchers distinguish real science from 
quackery before peer review? Maybe it' s because they themselves actually are 
capable of distinguishing it. After all, aren’ t they supposed to be experts? Why do you 
need referees, usually being 3 experts, to review something, before other experts can 
review it after it’ s published in the Journals? 


And the evidence presented in this section on peer review I believe calls into question 
the general efficacy. 
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In terms of proliferating the research, maybe this was an important thing before the 
internet. I suspect not, as the real explosion in publications and science Journals 
didn’ t happen until after world war 2, which suggests something other than the 
logistics of idea proliferation were the cause. 


But today, what do Journals do? Well they keep articles in limbo for 3—9 months or 
longer, which delays the article being reviewed by everyone else, then when they get 
published they' re behind a paywall. 


"Peer review" are two words that people like to say. All scientific papers are peer 
reviewed. All of these researchers have colleagues, and if they publish in a non- peer— 
reviewed journal, it gets criticisms, they then modify it, et cetera. Peer review is code 
for “got through the journal barrier” . 


But after all of this, I am left wondering how it got this way. 


In an article in The Guardian, Randy Schekman characterizes the situation thusly: 


^We all know what distorting incentives have done to finance and banking. 
The incentives my colleagues face are not huge bonuses, but the 
professional rewards that accompany publication in prestigious journals - 
chiefly Nature, Cell and Science. 


These luxury Journals are supposed to be the epitome of quality, publishing 
only the best research. Because funding and appointment panels often use 
place of publication as a proxy for quality of science, appearing in these 
titles often leads to grants and professorships. 


It is common, and encouraged by many Journals, for research to be judged 
by the impact factor of the journal that publishes it. But as a journal’ s 
score Is an average, it says little about the quality of any individual piece of 
research. What is more, citation is sometimes, but not always, linked to 
quality. A paper can become highly cited because it is good science - or 
because it is eye-catching, provocative or wrong. Luxury Journal editors 
know this, so they accept papers that will make waves because they 
explore sexy subjects or make challenging claims. This influences the 
science that scientists do. It builds bubbles in fashionable fields where 
researchers can make the bold claims these journals want, while 
discouraging other important work, such as replication studies. 


In extreme cases, the lure of the luxury Journal can encourage the cutting 
of corners, and contribute to the escalating number of papers that are 
retracted as flawed or fraudulent. Science alone has recently retracted 
high—protile papers reporting cloned human embryos, links between 
littering and violence, and the genetic profiles of centenarians. Perhaps 
worse, it has not retracted claims that a microbe is able to use arsenic in its 
DNA instead of phosphorus, despite overwhelming scientific criticism. 
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Like many successful researchers, I have published in the big brands, 
including the papers that won me the Nobel prize for medicine, which I will 
be honoured to collect tomorrow.. But no longer. I have now committed my 
lab to avoiding luxury journals, and I encourage others to do likewise. 


Just as Wall Street needs to break the hold of the bonus culture, which 
drives risk —taking that is rational for individuals but damaging to the 
financial system, so science must break the tyranny of the luxury Journals. 
The result will be better research that better serves science and society.” 
So how did this happen? Well I think that the rise of peer review, and the shockingly 
baseless acceptance of it, is related to the increase in immediate power of the 
University. 

According to the paper, "The Rate of Growth in Scientific Publication and the 
Decline in Coverage Provided by Science Citation Index” , there were roughly 32 
times as many Chemistry papers published in 2012 than there in 1937. This is based 
on the overall rate of increase they showed from 1907 to 2007, and then I continued 
the trend out a few more years. 

Chemistry Papers as multiple of 1907 value (1907 value = 1) 


1907 - 1 
1922 - 2 
1937 - 4 
1952 - 8 
1967 - 16 
1982 - 32 
1997 - 64 
2012* - 128 
Mathematics Papers as a multiple of 1907 value 
1907 - 1 
1919 - 2 
1931 - 4 
1943 - 8 
1955 - 16 
1967 - 32 
1979 - 64 
1991 - 128 
2003 - 256 
2015* - 512 


These are not exact figures, just approximations. However, the magnitude of the 
increase is so great that the qualitative argument I am making: that science has been 
inflated into a science industry, is still supported. Half the magnitude of increase shown 
here (or double it), and the argument will still be supported. 
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And that argument is that there is a great journal industry. The big journals don' t 
provide anything of real value. Yes there are some subscriptions, and Universities are 
sure to stock up on all the best journals! But that’ s not really the point. Universities 
have these journals for the authority points, and people publish in the journals for the 
authority points. 


Universities like to be able to say that their professors are published in all the best 
journals, and when getting research funding from organizations like the National 
Science Foundation (established in 1950) it’ s made easier by being published in all 
sorts of journals. 


Professors are increasingly judged by how much they are published, and in what 
journals, and how often they are cited. 


And this great journal industry, this great scam, this sham, this hoax has resulted in 
professors teaching less, teaching assistants teaching the actual classes at college, and 
as a result increasing the volume of research papers being published every year. 


The increasingly authoritarian nature of the University, created largely by the rise of 
peer review, has in my opinion produced ANOTHER kind of authoritarianism - an 
authoritarian view of knowledge and truth. 


Because there are so many papers, and these papers use unnecessary mathemagical 
tricks that are difficult to understand, and they are behind paywalls, this creates an 
impenetrable mass on any subject. And so if, for example, you wish to say that global 
warming is a great big scientific siren song, one common response is to point to the 
great mass of impenetrable research. 


And it is impenetrable in 3 ways: 


1. It s volume - caused by professors wanting to get published in peer— 
reviewed journals so they can get tenure. 1.486 million research papers were 
published in 2010 

2. The literal paywalls - caused by professors publishing in peer-reviewed 
journals instead of publicly available locations because they want to “get 
published" 

3. The use of unnecessary mathemagical techniques and obscure language - 
caused by researchers who want to produce big effect sizes in a paper where 
there are none and hide problems behind obscure language that referees only 
sometimes recognize 

In conjunction with overspecialization, the increasing impenetrableness of research has 
the effect of scientists just going along with consensus - if they even know what the 
consensus even is. You can’ t argue about a topic because you literally can’ t read the 
research. 


And so a great number of people, especially a certain kind of people, simply go with 
cues. Their thinking goes like this: 


"Scientists are supermen. They speak a completely different language, 
understand mathematical and statistical concepts at a level I never will, and they 
are 99% honest because the hanging razor of peer review and discerning eyes on 
their work." 
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And so when there is an argument between perceived University consensus and 
someone who opposes it, there are these people who are impervious to argument. 
They think, 


"Well, you may pose some tricky questions and objections that I can’ t counter, 
but one of these scientist supermen easily could. Really, this isn’ t an exchange. 
This is me trying to advance the true view - established by supermen in 
universities via the peer review process - Against the Heathens." 

On a final note, one problem with the criticism of peer review you normally hear is that 
it is reformist. Reform is for something that has worked in the past but has stopped 
working. There' s no evidence that peer review ever worked, so there' s no need for 
reform. Just abolish it. 


It’ s a practice that emerged in response to social pressures and University status— 
games, not scientific necessity. It emerged from the ugliest traits in people, and it is an 
authoritarian truth filter that belongs in the middle ages. It lies by calling itself "peer 
review" and says that anyone who opposes journal judgment is against peer review, 
and it’ s just another tool to make the lives of heterodox scientists even more difficult. 


It is a medieval process that ought to be scrapped root and branch. 
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RESEARCH FALSIFICATION HIGH SCORES 

Retraction Watch created a leader board of researchers who had the highest number 
of published papers retracted from academic Journals. Those numbers are also 
presented on the following page: 
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Of course these are from the researchers who were caught. In each 
instance, a single fake article was found. And only THEN would 
there be an investigation going backward to look at previous 
articles, which again, calls into question the vetting process going 
in. 


And of course, it’ s certainly possible that the VERY highest of the 
high scores are held by someone who hasn' t been caught, and may 
never be caught and thus never make it onto the leader board 0 O 


On a related note, here’ s a rather goofy set of images from a. 
paper that got into a Journal called “Nano Letters” 
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'The researcher did 
some zany 
photoshop tricks and 


fooled the researchers who didn’ t notice the super—obvious 
square artifacting around the cells. Imagine if the fake was more competent - we 
would never even know about it! And remember, this wasn’ t caught right away. This 
passed peer review. It was caught by bloggers. 

At the time, the impact factor was 12.94, which is above-average. So this can’ t be 
written off as just being from a bad journal. 

And in general, 1.97% of researchers openly admit to having falsified data. Who 
knows how many actually have! 


EXPERT SPEECH 


What we see throughout history is a nearly unbroken chain of time when some theory 
that will ultimately overtake and revolutionize a field is being marginalized by the 
current experts in the field. 
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LINE BY LINE 
John Astruc, physician to Louis 14th, set out to jam down on Germ Theory once and 
for all. 

“There are some, however, whom I forebear now to spend time in 
imputing, such as Augustus Hauptman and Christian Langius, who think that 
the venereal disease 1s nothing else but a numerous school of nimble, brisk, 
invisible living things, of a very prolific nature, which when once admitted, 
increase and multiple in abundance, which lead frequent colonies to 
different parts of the body and inflame, erode and exulcerate the parts the 
fix on” " In short, which without regard to the particular quality of any 
humour occasion all the symptoms that occur in venereal disease. But as 
these are mere visionary imaginations, UNSUPPORTED BY ANY 
AUTHORITY, they do not require any argument to refute them:::” ” If it 
were once admitted that the venereal disease could be produced by invisible 
living things swimming in the blood, one might with equal reason allege the 
same thing, not only of plague, as Athanasius Kircher, the Jesuit, and John 
Saguens, a Minim, lately have done. Germs could also be said to cause 
hydrophobia, itch, tetters and other contagious diseases, and indeed all the 
distempers whatsoever; and thus the whole Theory of Medicine would fall 
to the ground, as nothing could be said to prove the venereal disease 
depending upon little living things which might not the urged to prove that 
all other diseases were derived from the like little living things though of a 
different species - THAN WHICH NOTHING COULD BE MORE 
RIDICULOUS. 

Between 1546 and 1846, scientists had to battle to get Germ theory to have the light 
of day. For most people, the quote above is rather humorous. But to those who have 
said unpopular things and been mobbed, it is close and real. 

The story of Ignaz Semmelweis is also instructive. 

Semmelweis has a Hungarian obstetrician who worked in the Vienna General hospital in 
1847. He discovered that the women in ward 1 had a much higher incidence of 
puerperal fever than ward 2. It was so much higher that ward 1 was called the ward of 
death, and women would physically resist being put in that ward. 

What was happening is doctors would work on corpses, then deliver babies in ward 1. 
Semmelweis found that the incidence of puerperal fever could be reduced to zero if the 
doctors would just wash their hands in a light solution of carbolic acid. 

Despite the predictable result of puerperal fever being virtually eradicated as a result 
of Semmelweis’ policy, Semmelweis’ idea never caught on his lifetime. Semmelweis 
spent the rest of his life arguing for doctors to wash their damned hands, and went 
insane and died in a nuthouse. We can only speculate as to why he went insane. 

The popular explanation of puerperal fever at the time was that it was psychosomatic. 
Mid—1800s. Psychosomatic. Not a new idea. 

In 1854 there was a Cholera outbreak in London. John Snow went to investigate the 
cause, and he operated on the then unfashionable germ theory. By mapping the Cholera 
outbreaks on a map of London, he narrowed the source of the outbreak to the Broad 
Street water pump where people went to get water. 
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The pump was disabled, and the outbreak promptly died. As it turned out, the pump 
was built over a cesspit that was forgotten about. 
John Snow then tried to get the town to adopt a general policy to reduce faecal 
contamination of water. The officials refused, and refused to accept the germ theory of 
disease, saying it was too depressing to even contemplate. So even when the theory 
was applied and worked, it didn’ t sway the authorities. 
But Snow did manage to persuade a Reverend Henry Whitehead who set out to debunk 
him. Whitehead held to the Miasma (bad air) theory of disease, and in the process of 
trying to refute snow, came to be convinced by Snow and a believer in germ theory. 
This is when church and the university weren’ t as separate as they are now. 
Let' s go back to William Harvey. William Harvey in 1628 challenged Galen, claiming 
that the heart pumped blood throughout the body. Galen believed that blood was 
generated in the heart and liver, and then would be created as the organs consumed it. 
Harvey wasn' t taken seriously and was generally seen as an eccentric joke for going 
up against the established theories of Galen. 
It wasn’ t until Marcello Lapighi, when looking at a bat’ s wing, found capillaries and 
could show how blood flowed into the veins, that the circulation theory of blood gained 
ground. But it’ s instructive that Galen’ s idea had zero evidence, just tradition, but to 
uproot the evidence- less tradition required evidence. 
Luigi Galvani was referred to as “The Frog’ s Dancing Master” by his 
contemporaries for arguing for the existence of animal electricity. Alessandro Volta 
managed to produce electricity by chemical means, and so Galvani was seen as 
something of a joke, his experiments seen as producing electricity chemically near a 
frog’ s legs and claiming the existence of animal electricity. 
Of course we now know that electrical signals are vital to move muscles in the body, 
but he was ridiculed at the time. On a side note, Galvani opposed the French Revolution 
and predicted it would end in disaster. 
In 1794, Chladni was ridiculed for his belief in the existence of meteorites. 
In 1810, Goethe and his theory of colours. 
In the early 1800s, Carl Gauss spoke but never published anything on non- Euclidian 
geometry for fear of ridicule. Nikolai Lobachevsky later published writings on non— 
Euclidian geometry and was ridiculed, and it took decades still for non—Euclidian 
geometry to be generally accepted. 
In 1827, Georg Ohm set up a series of experiments to measure electrical resistance, 
eventually leading, in 1881, to the Ohm being adopted as the official unit for the 
measure of electrical resistance. 
During his lifetime, however, he got no respect. One reviewer said of Ohm’ s work, 
"lit[ is a web of naked fancies, which can never find the semblance of 
support from even the most superficial observation of facts; he who looks 
on the world with the eye of reverence must turn aside from this as the 
result of an incurable delusion, whose sole effort is to detract from the 
dignity of nature.” 
The Prussian minister of education in 1830 said of Ohm’ s work, “A professor who 
preached such heresies is unworthy to teach science.” 
In 1842, Christian Doppler proposed the optical Doppler effect, the red—shift and blue— 
shift, but was opposed for 26 years because his theory didn’ t fit with the then 
established Luminiferous Aether theory. Doppler was proven right in 1868 when 
Huggins found red and blue shifts in stars. 
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In 1887, Svante Arrhenius introduced the idea that atoms could have ions - that is 
they could be missing or have an extra electron. This went at odds with conventional 
thinking that atoms were indivisible, because the Greek origin of the term. Those 
Greeks I tell you. They had things to say. 

John Baird and his television camera were laughed at in 1902. 

Here' s something few have heard about: The Wright brothers actually spent a year 
after Kittyhawk flying their plane next to a busy rail line in Dayton Ohio. Authorities 
refused to come to the demonstrations, the Scientific American published stories 
debunking the “Lying Brothers” , and the local newspaper never bothered to even 
send a reporter, but they did complain about the local crazies who swore they saw the 
thing fly. It wasn’ t until the Wright Brothers went to Europe that the invention was an 
overnight sensation. 

The US authorities weren’ t just “slow to react” as the history channel will say. 
They downright denied it. 

In 1912, Alfred Wegener pushed the idea of plate tectonics. Dr. Rollin T. Chamberlain 
of the University of Chicago said, 

"Wegener' s hypothesis in general is of the footloose type, in that it takes 
considerable liberty with our globe, and is less bound by restrictions or tied 
down by awkward, ugly facts than most rival theories.” 

Pierre Termier, the director of the Geological Survey of France, said Wagener’ s work 
was, 

‘a beautiful dream, the dream of a great poet. One tries to embrace it, and 
finds that he has in his arms but a little vapor and smoke; it is at the same 
time both alluring and intangible. " 

'The president of the American Philosophical Society said, 

"Anyone who valued his reputation for scientific sanity would never dare 
support such a theory." 

Edward Berry, a professor of palaeontology at Johns Hopkins, said, 

“My principal objection to the Wegener hypothesis rests on the author’ s 
method. This, in my opinion, 1s not scientific, but takes the familiar course 
of an initial idea, a selective search through the literature for corroborative 
evidence, ignoring most of the facts that are opposed to the idea, and ending 
in a state of auto-— intoxication in which the subjective idea comes to be 
considered as an objective fact” . 

In 1926, Rollin Chamberlain said, 

"If we are to believe Wegener' s hypothesis, we must forget everything 
which has been learned about earth science in the last 70 years and start all 
Over again. 

The theory of plate tectonics wasn’ t accepted until the 1960s. 

On the topic of geology, in 1923 Harlen Bretz put forth the theory based on the 
Washington scablands that the landscape could be shaped by massive, catastrophic 
events, such as floods. This was at odds with the uniformitarian view. Bretz was not 
kindly recognized by the establishment, who immediately pounced on it as 
outrageously wrong and in need of debunking. 
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Bretz came into contact with Joseph Pardee who was convinced of Bretz? s work. 
Pardee wanted to work with Bretz, but was dissuaded by his employer who threatened 
to fire him if he associate with Bretz. 
Then in 1927, the matter came to a head when Bretz was invited to a debate at the 
Geological Society of Washington. There were six authoritative geologists lined up to 
oppose Bretz. And they completely trounced Bretz, and many of Bretz? s former 
supporters abandoned him after this debate. 
In 1940, there was a field trip organized by that same society to the Scablands 
designed to put to rest any doubt. Bretz was invited, but declined for fear of further 
ridicule. On the trip, there were 8 geologists who went, and they all sat around and 
reported their findings, until Pardee stood up, and quietly explained certain formations 
that could have only formed from a massive, catastrophic event. 
Pardee was not blackballed for this act, his input merely quietly acknowledged, then 
ignored. It wasn’ t until the 1970s that Bretz’ s ideas were generally accepted. 
In 1919, Robert Goddard had been making some liquid—fuelled rockets, and 
hypothesized that with the right design and scale, such a rocket could break earth' s 
orbit and perhaps even reach the moon. That year he published a book entitled, “A 
Method of Reaching Extreme Altitudes' where he outlined all of this. 
He was criticized by the New York Times, which said that a rocket could never break 
the atmosphere because it would have nothing to push against, and claimed Goddard 
didn’ t understand basic high school physics. Goddard had his funding cut, was 
blackballed, acquaintances turned away - you know the drill. 
In 1931, Karl Jansky, an amateur astronomer, had been experimenting with radio 
equipment and built a radio telescope. Not blackballed, but ignored by contemporary 
astronomers who were all using optical telescopes. 
The case of Ernst Stuckelberg is illustrative not because of any mobbing or 
blackballing like with the others, but because of what he discovered and how the credit 
went to others who were better at presenting; 
1934: He devised a fully covariant perturbation theory for quantum fields that was 
more powerful than other formulations at the time 
1935: He gave vector boson exchange as the theoretical explanation for the strong 
nuclear force. Normally credited to Yukawa who discovered it independently at the 
same time. 
1938: He discovered that massive electrodynamics contain a hidden scalar, which 
would become known later as the Abelian Higgs mechanism. 
1942: He proposed the interpretation of the positron as a negative energy electron 
traveling back in time, which is an observation credited to Feynman. 
1943: He came up with a renormalization program to attack the problems of infinities in 
quantum electrodynamics. This was a precursor to something Frynman, Schwinger and 
Tomanga won a Nobel Prize for but he got no mention. 
1953: He and Andre Petermann discovered the renormalization group, but Kenneth 
Wilson took the Nobel Prize for it after applying it to something important. 
The point here is the inherently social nature of academia. Zwicky and Zweig are also 
examples of brilliant people who just didn' t get on well. 
In 1948 Barbara McClintock, who discovered transposons and the role of Activators 
and Dissociators in the DNA sequence. She wrote of her experience: 

"Over the years I have found that it was difficult if not impossible to bring 


to consciousness of another person the nature of his tacit assumptions 
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when, by some special experiences, I have been made aware of them. This 
became painfully evident to me in my attempts during the 1950s to convince 
geneticists that the action of genes had to be and was controlled. It is now 
equally painful to recognize the fixity of assumptions that many persons 
hold on the nature of controlling elements in [corn] and the manners of 
their operation. One must await the right time for conceptual change.” 
Basically she’ s saying researchers were unaware of their assumptions, even when 
she would point them out. 

We saw similar things happen with Francis Rous and his idea of viral cancer in 

1911, Joseph Goldberger regarding Pellagra, Fritz Zwicky on dark matter, George 
Zweig on quarks, and Chandrasekhar on black holes. 

Lynn Margulis on Endosymbiotic Organelles. Today, textbooks usually quote her 
discovery as fact, but don’ t mention the dogmatic opposition to it. How she was 
denied funding and told to never apply again. 

Fernando Nottebohm did research on birds that showed neurons growing in adulthood. 
At first he was ridiculed, but 20 years later we now know adult humans can grow 
neurons. 

Theodore Maimain on the laser. Stanley Prusiner on prions, which was initially scorned 
by rapidly vindicated when mad cow disease began to spread to humans. 

Which reminds me of Barry Marshall, who was trying to show his opponents that the 
bacteria Helicobacter Pylori was the cause of stomach ulcers. He finally decided to 
ingest the bacteria and immediately developed massive stomach ulcers, and that 
effectively ended the debate. 

Then there was Josiah Nott, who pushed the idea that yellow fever was transmitted 
through mosquitos. He was ignored, and the group of men who championed his theory 
at the turn of the century were derisively called the “Mosquito—men” and were seen 
as crackpots. It wasn’ t until the eradication of mosquitos during the construction of 
the Panama Canal, and the resulting collapse in malaria, that the mosquito transmission 
theory was accepted. 

The last of the laundry list I want to go over here is the story of Warren S. Warren. 
Warren discovered spin interactions between distant molecules, which apparently 
means something for Magnetic Resonance Imaging machines. His colleagues knew he 
was wrong, warned that he was endangering his career if he kept up such nonsense, 
and actually held a roast where they mocked and ridiculed his work. 

Seven years later his results were vindicated, are used to improve MRI techniques 
today, and nothing happened to those who mocked him. 

That’ s what I could find. How much more has been forgotten? How many episodes of 
this academic thuggery have gone down the memory hole? 

Bretz opposed uniformitarianism, but how many other researchers wanted to point to 
the same thing but were shut down? 

Many of these people were only vindicated after they had died. 


NO SUPERMEN 


What many people forget when looking at the theories that worked marvellously and 
the people who came up with them, is the many wrong theories these people ALSO 
held. 
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Julius von Mayer - the guy who gave us the conservation of matter, also believed 
that the Sun would burn out in 5000 years if not replenished by a new energy source, 
and was able to keep burning because of meteorites that hit it. 

Isaac Newton - Isaac Newton’ s main interest was not physics. It was studying 
hidden meaning in the bible and alchemy. He believed that if he knew the dimensions of 
the temple of Solomon he could predict the date of the Apocalypse, and that it was 
possible to create the philosopher’ s stone which granted immortality and could turn 
any metal into Gold. 

Alfred Russel Wallace - Came up with evolution, and even helped Charles Darwin 
through several concepts. Wallace believed that we could talk to spirits on the other 
side and tried to induce seances to do so. 

Of course then there is the fact that everyone, at least before 1900, was a professed 
Christian, probably a young - earth creationist. 

I also want to point to 3 figures who epitomize this. Karl Marx, Sigmund Freud, and 
Noam Chomsky. 

The genius of Karl Marx was to recognize antagonistic classes. Prior to Marx, the 
predominant thinking had been of classes of society that were harmonious, that existed 
with pre—set functions and worked together as a seamless whole. 

When we look at the medieval pictures depicting those who fought, those who prayed, 
and those who worked, we see that as more of a descriptive thinking about the way 
things are at that point in history, not some divinely or naturally inevitable order. The 
modern eye doesn' t realize that this was PRESCRIPTIVE, meant to describe the way 
things SHOULD be. 

The modern eye sees that those who worked were getting screwed, in that sense we 
are all Marxists. 

Wedded to this is a bunch of baggage, i.e. the Marxist Labour Theory of value, 
ascribing profits as inherently being the seizure of surplus value by the capitalist, even 
though Marx later recognized that the capitalist serves some function. So you had 
breakthrough in thinking + horrible baggage. 

Sigmund Freud' s great breakthrough was the idea of the subconscious. Prior to this, 
people generally didn’ t believe in a subconscious. Today the idea of the subconscious 
is common coin. Of course Freud then went on to postulate anal and oral stages or 
development, penis envy and all sorts of weird psycho- sexual nonsense that doesn’ t 
really work. Again, breakthrough in thinking + silly baggage. 

Noam Chomsky, in the field of linguistics, made a tremendous break from his 
contemporaries who viewed linguistics as verbal taxonomy, while Chomsky looked at 
language as merely a clue regarding the underlying psychology. You look at the 
language people speak and how they learn it as a clue to what’ s going on down below. 
Now today Chomsky isn' t really on the cutting edge anymore, even though he set the 
paradigm. And I believe his more radical conception of deep structure will be 
remembered as a bit silly. 

The reason I bring up these geniuses that believed wrong things is not to malign 
Newton' s genius. It is to say that superman doesn' t exist, to point out just how 
mortal these scientists are. 

If you go to a university, there is no doubt you have good professors. Great teachers, 
great faculty who help you and have genuine concern for you. 

And so it is important to keep separate criticism of the institution from criticism of the 
individuals in those institutions, and to recognize that at the end of the day we' re still 
just hairless apes. 
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WRONG SHIFTS 


One cannot deny that, on the whole, scientific consensus progresses toward truth. But 
when someone says for example that global warming is a sham, they aren’ t making a 
claim that scientific consensus in general is more often wrong than right. Just that it is 
wrong in a specific instance, and that this is not unprecedented. 

Scientific consensus has shifted in incorrect ways before. The easiest way to show 
this, without having to actually go into the deep and endless complexity of actual 
scientific debates, is with examples of scientific consensuses that went back and forth. 


For example, if scientists held to theory A, then moved to theory B, then back to 
theory A, we would know that at least ONE of those movements had to have been in 
the wrong direction. 

Fat vs. Carbohydrates as cause of obesity - 

In 1976 Ancil Keyes wrote the “Seven Countries” study which argued that a diet 
high in saturated fat caused heart disease. Prior to that, the conventional wisdom had 
been that carbohydrates caused obesity and heart disease. 


In 1988, surgeon general C. Everett Koop made a statement that high saturated fat 
caused obesity and heart disease, and by around the 1990s the “low fat” craze 
began, where foods that were high in fat had the fat removed and replaced with 
carbohydrates. 

However, since 2005 the consensus has moved back in the direction of carbohydrates 
as the chief culprit, and in 2010 a symposium of nutritionists meeting in Copenhagen 
came to no firm conclusion on the topic. 

I am not here to argue who is correct or incorrect. The point is that consensus was 
pro- animal fat, then it shifted to pro—carb, now it’ s shifting back to pro- fat. 

This means the consensus had to have shifted in an incorrect direction at one of these 
times. 

Minimum Wage - 

Adam Smith supported a minimum wage on the grounds that capital could collude much 
more easily and hold out in the short term more comfortably than labour, and while in 
the long run capital probably needed labour more, in reality the laborers would feel 
hunger pangs and break quicker, and needed legislation to keep their wages up. 

David Ricardo argued against it, saying, 

"These then are the laws by which wages are regulated, and by which the happiness 
of far the greatest part of every community is governed. Like all other contracts, 
wages should be left to the fair and free competition of the market, and should never 
be controlled by the interference of the legislature." 

And as far as we can tell, by the 1900s economists were split on the question of the 
minimum wage as outlined in “The Very Idea of Applying Economics: The Modern 
Minimum - Wage Controversy and Its Antecedents” by Thomas C. Leonard. 

However in 1936, John Maynard Keynes published "The General Theory of 
Employment, Interest and Money” and in that was very much opposed to minimum 
wages, in fact “sticky wages” was a central problem according to his theory. 

The first survey of economists on the minimum wage that I know of was in 1978 from 
the American Association of Economists, and it showed that 6896 of economists 
believed the minimum wage decreased employment, 22% agreed with provisions, 10% 
generally disagreed. 
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That same question asked in 1992 found that 56.5% of economists believed the 
minimum wage decreased employment, 22.4% agreed with provisions, 20.5% generally 
disagreed. 

In 2003 45.6% of economists believed the minimum wage decreased employment, 
27.9% agreed with provisions, 26.5% generally disagreed. 

In 2006, Robert Whaples surveyed the American Economic Association and asked what 
they supported. 46.8% of economics supported eliminating the minimum wage, 1.3% 
wanted it decreased, 14.396 wanted it to stay the same and 37.796 wanted it increased. 
In 2013, the IGM economics survey panel found that 4796 of economists thought that 
raising the minimum wage was worth the distortionary costs, 3296 were uncertain, 
while only11% disagreed. 

Whatever your view on the minimum wage, it must be the case that the consensus 
moved in the wrong direction at some point. When Keynes burst onto the scene, there 
was certainly an increase in opposition to the minimum wage among economists from 
whatever it was before, which is unclear since there are no surveys from back then. 
And we know that from 1978 to 2013, economists have been shifting more in favour of 
the minimum wage. Since these two shifts were in opposite directions, one of them had 
to be wrong. 


Behaviourism vs. Deep Structure in language - 

Prior to Noam Chomsky, the consensus view in the field of linguistics was the “big 
brain” theory, or “behaviourist” theory of language, which was simply that the brain 
is an all-purpose computer that, through conditioning, learned language in the way one 
learns math or learns how an engine works. The primary champion of this view was 
Burrhus Frederic Skinner. 

Noam Chomsky in 1957 argued against this, saying that underlying all language was a 
universal grammar that all humans possessed. This “universal grammar” was not 
something that could be learned or specified, but was more of a pre- language 
structure of thought into which specific language was plugged in. By the 1960s this 
became the dominant school of thought in linguistics. 

Increasingly however linguists are coming back to behaviourist views of language. 
Keep in mind that the existence of a speech area of the brain is not evidence of 
universal grammar. The reason for this is that behaviourist views of language generally 
have more practical applications, and machine learning for language uses simple 
statistical models that have no underlying universal grammar. 


I don’ t know where the field as a whole currently stands, but I do know that it is 
moving back toward the behaviourist side relative to where it was in say 1970, which 
would be another example of opposite shifts in the field of linguistics, meaning that one 
of the shifts must have been in the wrong direction. 


Leeches and Bloodletting - The use of leeches to treat injuries and increase blood 
flow has been documented as far back as 2,500 years ago in ancient India and Greece. 
Their use peaked roughly around 1830 to 1850, and declined in use and became known 
as quackery until the 1980s. The rise of plastic surgery led to a rebounding of leech 
usage, and in 2004 the FDA certified them as an effective medical tool. 

Whatever your opinion on leeches, the fact is that they were widely used, then 
considered quackery, and are now making a comeback, meaning that at least one of 
these shifts had to have been in the wrong direction. 

Lamarckian / Lysenkoist Evolution - Lamarckian evolution is the belief that long— 
term evolution occurs in response to the direct environmental stimuli of the parent. 
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For example, if the parent faces a cold climate, the offspring will be directly adapted to 
a colder climate. 

This view of evolution fell out of favour following the rise of Darwinian evolution, 
which posits that adaptation occurs in populations by the dying off and / or higher 
reproduction of individuals better adapted to an environment. 

Because each generation is somewhat of a dice roll in terms of inherent traits, some 
individuals will be more or less adapted to, for example, a cold climate, and those 
better adapted will reproduce more, and so over time the population will be better 
adapted to the cold. 

However, it has since been discovered that the expression of genes can be modified 
through processes that change the kinds of proteins that genes produce. These are 
known as “epigenetic effects” , and are triggered all the time by environmental 
effects such as nutrition, stress levels, exercise, et cetera. 

You can think of these “epigenetic effects” as dipswitches that modify how the genes 
are expressed, and the positioning of these dipswitches on the DNA can be inherited. 
Of course this cannot be the primary mode of evolution in the long run as it is 
ultimately limited by the DNA pattern (The ACTG base pairs along the double—helix 
ladder), but in can in theory produce much bigger effects in the short run than natural 
selection can. 

And so the complete dismissal of the heritability of environmental effects was an 
overstretch. I don' t think it represented a shift in the wrong direction like the other 
four examples, as pure Darwinian evolution is more correct than pure Lamarckian 
evolution, but it’ s an example of a partial return to an older idea that was completely 
dismissed, even though it was partially correct. 


WHAT'S THE POINT OF THIS? 


Obviously bringing up a string of anecdotes is not the best kind of argument. Data is 
almost always better. So why even create an assembly of anecdotes like this? 

The reason is because of the positive effect learning about these episodes has had on 
my view of the nature of groups of experts. Because while you can know, by the data, 
that you shouldn' t believe them all the time, it is very easy to get sucked back in if 
expert- groups can create a feeling that they have addressed everything in good faith. 


This is because someone who is devoting their life to a narrow topic will always know 
more than you will on that topic, will always be able to cite more things. And so even if 
you know you shouldn' t, people will be, at an emotional level, drawn to rank and the 
trappings of authority. 

And the point of these anecdotes is to create an anti—authoritarian feeling to counter 
the comfort feeling from authority. 
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HISPANIC IMMIGRATION AND THE DEMOGRAPHIC DECLINE OF AMERICA 


Facts about Hispanic immigration to America are often obscured by statics about 
“immigrants” . Such numbers are misleading, as not all of the American immigrants 
are Hispanic. To remedy this problem, the current post will look at various aspects of 

the Hispanic American population which are cause for concern. 


As will be seen, Hispanic Americans are, in many measurable respects, more 
problematic than White non-Hispanic Americans. Because of this, increasing the 
proportion of our population which is Hispanic via immigration will damage America in 
many predictable ways. 


Moreover, contrary to common mythology, a multitude of studies have shown that 
Hispanics do not assimilate to American culture by the 3rd generation. 


A nation’ s government should only allow in immigrants if doing so is in the best 
interest of said nation’ s citizens. After all, these citizens are the people who pay for 
the government, and their ancestors were the people who created it, not to mention the 
national culture. 


The only serious benefit ever offered by immigration enthusiasts is that immigration 
helps the economy. However, as reviewed below, the economic benefits of Hispanic 
immigration to natives don’ t even come close to making up for the relevant costs. 
Given this, it is in the national interest to stop the current wave of Hispanic 
immigration into the United States. 
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1. WELFARE USE 


Hispanics use welfare more than Whites do. This is true when comparing immigrant 
Hispanics to immigrant Whites and Native Hispanics to Native Whites. Below, you can 
see the result of an analysis carried out by the Centre for Immigration Studies which 
looked at welfare use by immigration status and ethnicity for the years 2009 - 2012. In 
every year, Hispanics had a higher welfare use rate than Whites. 
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Table A3. Pct. of Native and Immigrant Households Using Welfare Programs in 2012 
Native Households 


0.696 
0.496 
0.396 
0.196 
0.596 
0.4% 
0.2% 
0.5% 
0.5% 
0.2% 
0.2% 
0.1% 


17,322 
78.96 


Immigrant Households 


Source: Survey of Income and Program Participation, 2012 data. Households classified by the nativity, race, and ethnicity of the 
household head. Hispanics can be of any race and are excluded from the other categories. Cash programs include several small 
programs in addition to SSI and TANF. 


It is also noteworthy that poor Hispanics use welfare more often than poor White do. 
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Table A16. Percentage of Households in Poverty Using Welfare 
Native Households 


CLL. (4) 


2.6% 
3.9% 
3.2% 
2.2% 
3.1% 
3.2% 
2.9% 
3.3% 
3.5% 
3.6% 
3.3% 
2.4% 


Public 


Sample Size 
Weighted n 
(millions) 


Source: Survey of Income and Program Participation, 2012 data. Households classified by the nativity, race, and ethnicity of the 
household head. Hispanics can be of any race and are excluded from the other categories. Households had incomes below the 
official federal poverty threshold in 2012. Cash programs include several small programs in addition to SSI and TANF. 


Camarota (2015) 


A similar result was found by the New Century Foundation when looking at data from 
2004-2005: 
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Fig. 6. How much more likely than whites 
to use welfare, 2004 and 2005 


[] Hispanic a Black 


New Century Foundation (2011) 
Some critics of the above studies 
argue that Hispanics have larger 
households on average than Whites 
do. Given this, it may be misleading 
to compare welfare usage by 
Any welfare Medicaid Food stamps household. 


I don’ t think it is obvious which measure is better. Sure, Hispanics have larger 
families, but it is still likely that everyone in a household often benefits when one 
person in the family goes on welfare. 


2. CRIME 


Normally, the first place to look for crime rates broken down by ethnicity is the FBI’ s 
uniform crime report. However, their racial categories only include Blacks, Whites, and 
Asians. For the most part, Hispanics will be lumped in with Whites and to a lesser 
extent with Blacks. The UCR also includes a Hispanics vs Non-Hispanic category 
scheme, but in that case Whites are lumped in with Blacks. Given this, the UCR is not 
very useful for comparing the arrest rates of Hispanics and non-Hispanic Whites. 


Luckily, many large cities, such as New York and Chicago, and some states, such as 
California, do record arrest rates in a way that differentiates non-Hispanic Whites 
from Hispanics. The relevant data was compiled in a recent report published by the 
New Century Foundation. The results, as can be seen below, show that Hispanics have 
a much higher crime rate than non-Hispanic Whites. 


Table 3. Multiples of the White Arrest Rate Chicago, 2010 


Black Hispanic 
Murder 23.8 6.7 
Robbery 27.3 3.9 
Sexual Assault 10.4 4.9 
Aggravated Assault 10.3 3.5 
Burglary 10.8 3.1 


| arranu AQ no 
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Table 5. Multiples of white felony arrest rate in California, 2002 and 2013 


Homicide 
White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other 
Total 
Forcible rape 
White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other 
Total 
Robbery 


Other, 


Hispanics 


Il: 
L 
. | 


Murder 


1.97 
2002 
1.00 
15.88 


271 


2013 
1.00 
8.58 
2.50 
0.65 
1.95 
2013 
1.00 
6.36 
225 
0.56 
171 
2013 
1.00 
13.39 
1.96 


n8& 46 
1 Il. 
El [m 


Kobbery 


% change 
0.096 
-12.3% 
-26.5% 
-58.1% 
-20.3% 

% change 
0.0% 
-16.1% 
-16.1% 
-37.6% 
-13.2% 

% change 
0.0% 
-15.7% 
-27.8% 


Car theft 
White 
Black 
Hispanic 
Other 
Total 


Black 
Hispanic 
Other 
Total 
Arson 
White 
Black 


Hispanic 


Y Other 
o B oO ia) 


Kape 


reionious Assault 


1.9 
l 0.8 


=l | 


urana Larceny 
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__ Rubenstein (2016) 


a Happily, the US 
incarceration data 
is better than its 
arrest data. The 
DOJ does a good 
xU job 
differentiating 


Whites and 
Hispanics in its 
prisoner 
population 


reports. As 
can be seen 
i below, said 
report not only 
show that 
have a higher 


OnUUL.. 


rig. 6: Multiples of White Arrest Rate in NYC, 2014 crime rate than Whites, 


U White 


W Black W Hispanic 


Data source: NYPD, Crime and Enforcement Activity in New 10K Ulty 


E ASian 


show that this remains 
true even 
when only comparing young 
males of each ethnicity, 
thus falsifying 


the myth that Hispanic crime rates are caused by ethnic differences in median age 


and/or sex ratio. 


Table 15. Number of sentenced prisoners under State or Federal jurisdiction 
per 100,000 residents, by gender, race, Hispanic origin, and age, 2000 


Total 
18-19 
20-24 
25-29 
30-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-54 

55 or older 


904 
785 
2,045 
2,520 
2,355 
1,889 
1,316 
707 
164 


Males 


449 
302 
886 
1,108 
1,219 
995 
697 
428 
112 


3,457 
2,679 
7,276 
9,749 
8,690 
7,511 
4,955 
2,699 

540 


Note: Based on estimates of the U.S. resident 
population on July 1, 2000, and adjusted for the 
1990 census undercount. 

“includes American Indians, Alaska Natives, 


Females 
Age Total White* Black" Hispanic —TotaP White* Black? Hispanic 


Number of sentenced prisoners per 100,000 residents of each group 


Beck (2001 
Carson and 
Golinelli 


(2013) 
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isonment rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by sex, race, Hispanic origin, and age, 


A. LEO 
Imprisonment rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by sex, race, Hispanic origin, and age, 
December 31, 2013 


Age Total* mum male* White — Hispanic Other*? ^ Total eme White? - tpe Other** 

Totalt 478 466 2805 1,134 963 51 113 90 
18-19 181 » 115 1,092 412 344 Ra 7 33 x 24 
20-24 755 1,382 601 3,956 1617 1472 95 73 154 100 131 
25-29 1,067 1,937 954 5,730 2,289 2,082 168 140 260 173 332 
30-34 1,187 2,183 1,104 6,746 2,529 2,257 180 156 277 169 235 
35-39 1071 1,994 1,009 6,278 2321 1,951 151 133 240 133 178 
40-44 917 1713 938 5,244 2,007 1,730 131 113 224 107 144 
45-49 782 1464 827 4,486 1,700 1,495 112 90 202 99 135 
50-54 567 1,082 615 3,382 1,382 1171 70 54 128 72 94 
55-59 348 679 389 2432 1016 750 36 26 n 44 52 
60-64 208 415 252 1269 714 497 19 14 3 25 37 
65 or older 70 153 108 406 301 206 5 4 7 B 8 

Total number of 

sentenced prisoners — 1,516879 1,412745 — 454100 ^ 526000 314600 118,100 104,134 51,500 23,100 17,600 11,900 


Note: Counts based on prisoners with sentences of more than a year under the jurisdiction of state or federal correctional officials. Imprisonment rate is the number of 
prisoners under state or federal jurisdiction with a sentence of more than a year per 100,000 U.S. residents of corresponding sex, age, and race or Hispanic origin. Resident 
population estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau for January 1 of the following year. Nevada did not submit 2013 data to NPS and Alaska did not submit sex-specific 
counts or sentence length data in 2013. See Methodology for imputation strategy. 

"Includes American Indians, Alaska Natives, Asians, Native Hawaiians, Pacific Islanders, persons of two or more races, or additional racial categories in the reporting information 
systems. 

‘Excludes persons of Hispanic or Latino orgin. 

“includes persons age 17 or younger. 

Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Prisoner Statistics Program, 2013; Federal Justice Statistics Program, 2013; National Corrections Reporting Program, 2012; Survey 
of Inmates in State and Federal Correctional Facilities, 2004; and U.S. Census Bureau, resident population estimates for January 1, 2014. 


Carson (2014) 
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I^ADLE IU 
Imprisonment rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by demographic characteristics, 
December 31, 2014 


Male Female 

e grou Tota — Allmale* White” Black? ^ Hispanic Other? Allfemale* White? Black? Hispanic Other 

Total‘ 471 890 465 2,724 1,091 968 65 53 109 64 - 
18-19 169 317 102 1072 349 542 14 8 32 17 12 
20-24 746 1,365 584 3,868 1,521 1,755 96 72 152 94 109 
25-29 1,055 1,912 958 5434 2,245 2,022 170 150 244 165 208 
30-34 1,161 2,129 111 6412 2457 2,193 185 163 264 174 225 
35-39 1,067 1,982 1,029 6122 2272 1,878 155 138 229 137 189 
40-44 904 1,689 942 5,105 1,933 1,619 132 119 213 107 174 
45-49 758 1417 815 4,352 1,602 1,444 1 90 203 94 181 
50-54 567 1,081 633 3331 1,320 1,112 72 57 128 67 124 
55-59 358 698 400 2,178 978 832 37 27 72 42 d3 
60-64 212 422 252 1,265 680 483 20 15 37 25 37 
65 or older n 158 109 418 299 208 5 4 8 7 12 


Number of sentenced prisoners? 1,508,636 1,402,404 453,500 516,900 308,700 123,300 106,232 53,100 22,600 17,800 12,800 
Note: Counts based on prisoners with sentences of more than 1 year under the jurisdiction of state or federal correctional authorities. Imprisonment rate is the number of 
prisoners under state or federal jurisdiction with a sentence of more than 1 year per 100,000 US. residents of n: sex, age, and race or Hispanic origin. Residen 
population estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau for January 1, 2015. Alaska did not submit 2014 data to the National Prisoner Statistics (NPS), so totals include imputed 
counts for this state. See Methodology. 

"Includes American Indians and Alaska Natives; Asians, Native Hawaiians, and other Pacific Islanders; and persons of two or more races. 

bExcludes persons of Hispanic or Latino origin. 

*Includes persons age 17 or younger. 

Race totals are rounded to the nearest 100 to accommodate differences in data collection techniques between jurisdictions. 

Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Prisoner Statistics, 2014; Federal Justice Statistics Program, 2014; National Corrections Reporting Program, 2013; Survey of 
inmates in State and Federal Correctional Facilities, 2004; and U.S. Census Bureau, postcensal resident population estimates for January 1, 2015. 


Carson (2015) 


3. HEALTH 


In some ways, Hispanics are actually healthier than Whites. Unfortunately, they are 
less healthy in the ways that impact others: STDs and obesity rates. 


Fig. 24. Multiples of white obesity rates, 1999-2003 
2.07 E] Mexican | E 


1.5 


1.0 


0.5 
New Century Foundation 
(2011) 


Men Women Boys Girls Boys Girls 
2074 20-74 6-11 6-11 12-19 12-19 
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Obese Classes I, II, and III for All American Adults, by Race 


Obese class I Obese class II Obese cl: 

(BMI 30 to <35) (BMI 35 to <40) (BMI 4 

All adults 16.0% 6.0% 3.5% 
Blacks 20.8% 8.8% 6.0% ll 2012 


3.4? 
3.1% 


LON 


å- Fig. 23. Hispanic rates of disease, 


3 
2g 
New Century Foundation 
1 (2011) 
According to the CDC: 
0 = “In 2010, the 
Diabetes Cirrhosis Hepatitis AIDS Tuberculosis gonorrhoea rate 
i among Hispanics 
was 49.9 cases per 100,000 population, which was 2.2 times the rate among 
whites." 
n “In 2010, the chlamydia rate among Hispanics was 369.6 cases per 100,000 
population: nearly three times the rate among whites." 
a "The 2010 rate of P&S syphilis for Hispanics was 2.2 times the rate for 
whites." 
4. EDUCATION 


Relative to non- Hispanic Whites, Hispanics don’ t do very well in school. Moreover, 
this has been true for decades, and the gap, which is present from an early age, is, at 
best, closing at a snail' s pace. 
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Figure 27. Percentage of adults ages 25 and over who completed at least high school and percentage 
who have at least a bachelor's degree, by race/ethnicity: Selected years, 1996-2008 


Percent who completed Percent who have 
Percent at least high school Percent at least a bachelor's degree 


100 100 
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Aud, Fox, and KewalRamani (2010) 
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New Century Foundation (2011) 
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Figure 5. Mathematics achievement score gaps between Hispanic and White public school students 
at grade 4: Various years, 1990-2009 
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Figure 6. Mathematics achievement score gaps between Hispanic and White public school students 
at grade 8: Various years, 1990-2009 
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* Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment. 

* Significantly different (p«.05) from 2009. 

NOTE: Score gaps are calculated based on differences between unrounded average scores. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), various years, 
1990-2009 Mathematics Assessments. 


Hemphill, Canneman, and Rahman (2011) 
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Figure 19. Reading achievement score gaps between Hispanic and White public school students at 
grade 4, by gender: Various years, 1992-2009 


Scale score 

5004 Male Female 

adi 23 White 

ze 27 n zr zr zr ng B23 231" 232 

= ar nw as DENY a OR ee 

20; *25—* 29 wc» 2727 26 26 25 28 Sad 5 Sp 
Lua a 2 a M . d em x 207 xj Hispanic 
im -e uir ee md 19" age m gU 

- 181 

042 r T T - E E T— - T 
1992" 1994* 1998 2000 20022003 2005 2007 2009 193^ 1994" 1998 2000 20022003 2005 2007 2009 


* Accommodations were not permitted for this assessment. 

* Significantly different (p<.05) from 2009. 

NOTE: Score gaps are calculated based on differences between unrounded average scores. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), various years, 
1992-2009 Reading Assessments. 
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), various years, 
1992-2009 Reading Assessments. 


5. SEXUAL BEHAVIOR 


Hispanics are also more likely than Whites to engage in degenerate sexual behaviours. 
This can be seen by looking at divorce rates, abortion rates, non- marital birth rates, 
and teen pregnancy rates. 
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Fig. 19. Illegitimacy, abortion and divorce 
among Hispanics, compared to whites 
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Contrary to the assimilation myth, the proportion of Hispanic children being raised by a 
single parent is actually higher among native born Hispanics than it is among 1st 
generation immigrants: 
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TABLE 5-5 Living Arrangements by Generation, Mexican Children, and Elderly Person: 


Children Ages 0-17 
Living Arrangements All Children lst Generation 2nd Generation NBNP 
Both parents 67.2 73.6 72.3 56.0 
Mother only 22.8 13.8 20.1 30.9 
Father only 44 3.0 3.8 6.2 
Other relatives 3.7 5.4 25 5.0 
Nonrelatives 1.5 2.9 1.0 1.7 
Unweighted number 28.503 3.916 15,555 9.032 


Landale Oropesa, and Bradatan (2006) 


6. SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS 


Speaking of the assimilation myth, below we can see that even 3rd generation 
Hispanics have higher than average rates of poverty and welfare use and lower than 
average levels of educational attainment, home ownership, income, and insurance 
coverage. 


Camarota (2012) 


7. POLITICS 


Hispanics also differ markedly from White Americans in their voting patterns. 
Specifically, as reviewed in this article, Hispanics vote democrat in every presidential 
election whereas Whites vote republican. 


And no, Hispanics are not “natural conservatives” . As is covered in more depth here, 
Hispanics hold liberal views on a wide variety of issues. 
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government with more services? 


Hispanic Americans 
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Pew (2012) 
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On social issues, if anything, Hispanics get more liberal as the longer they’ ve been in 


the US. 
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"In evaluating their social values, first-generation Latinos are more likely 
to express views generally considered more conservative than second — 
generation Latinos. When asked whether they thought divorce was 
unacceptable, nearly half (46%) of first -generation Latinos reported they 
believe it is unacceptable, compared to three in ten (80%) second 
generation Latinos. When asked about abortion, more than eight in ten 
(838%) first generation Latinos said it is unacceptable, compared to about 
two-thirds (64%) of second—generation Latinos.” - Pew (2004) 

In fact, according to a 2014 study by Pew, 62% of foreign-born Hispanics and 63% of 
native —born Hispanics identity as democrat or lean democrat. 

Some people think that the GOP can convert Hispanics into Republican voters by 
adopting the leftist worldview on immigration. Given what we have already seen, it 
should be obvious that this 1s false. After all, Hispanics disagree with Republicans on 
far more than just immigration, and even republican presidents who granted mass 
amnesty, such as Reagan, still lost the Hispanic vote. 


Even stronger evidence was provided by an analysis carried out by the Centre for 
Immigration Studies. This report looked at whether more pro- immigration Republican 
members of congress, as measured by their Numbers USA grade, received a greater 
share of the Hispanic vote than anti-immigration republicans. 


As can be seen, being pro- immigration (as signified by a low grade) did not induce 
more Hispanics to vote Republican. It was, however, associated with a fall in the 
proportion of non- Hispanic White votes the Republican received. 
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Table 1. Percentage of Latinos 


Who Voted for Republican 
Incumbent by NumbersUSA 
Grade 

Grade Percent Support 
A 27.296 
B 26.596 
C 27.996 
D 19.996 
F 25.796 


Source: 2006 CCES 


Hawl 201 

Table 2. Percentage of Non- To put this into more concrete terms, 

Hispanic Whites Who Voted consider another study done by the Centre for 

for Republican Incumbent by Immigration Studies which combined data on the US' s 


NumbersUSA Grade 100 largest counties from 9 elections and found that, 

Grade Percent Support even after controlling for median income and the percent 

r M of the county that was black, a 1 point increase in the 

B 4.4%, Proportion of a county that was immigrant was associated 

C 38.9% with, on average, a .59 point drop in the proportion of 

P idee that county that voted republican in the presidential 
election. 


- aa The implications of this data could not be clearer: 
Hispanic immigration means the end of American conservatism. 


In fact, this has already happened to a degree. Consider this: if the Hispanic proportion 
of the electorate had not grown since 1980 Mitt Romney would have won the 2012 
election even if there wasn’ t a single non- white person that voted for him. Romney 
won 59% of the white vote and if Hispanics were still 2% of the electorate, as they 
were in 1980, whites would be 85% of the electorate which means the white vote alone 
would have given Romney 50.15% of the vote. If we add on Romney’ s share of the 
Hispanic and Black vote that number rises to 51.08% of the vote. On the other hand, if 
we project our_current racial demographics back onto past elections we find, based 

on New York Times exit poll data, that the Republicans would have only won one 


presidential election in the last 27 years. 


8. HISPANIC IDENTITY 


Another interesting feature of Hispanic Americans is that they are more likely to think 
of themselves as Hispanic (or Mexican) than they are to think of themselves as 
Americans. A Pew study carried out in 2002 found that this was even true of 41% of 
3rd generation Hispanic Americans. 
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‘Generation in the United States. (2002) 


More 
recent 
Pew 
Polling 
finds that 
this is true of the plurality (49%) of 3rd generation Hispanic Americans! 
Which erm Do You Use to Describe 
Yourself Most Often? 
Hispanic 
Latino 
Family's 24% 
country of 
origin 
51% 
Which term Do You Use to Describe Yourself Most 
Often? 
(96) 
WCountry of Origin Hispanic/Latino = An American 
Hispanics eneration 
nc Pew (2012 
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Third and higher 


Many Hispanics also 
don’ t identify as a typical American: 


Do You Think of Yourself as a Typical American? 
= Typical American = Very different from typical American 


Pew (2012) 
Notes: N=1,220. Responses of "Don't know" and “Refused” are not shown. The "Other" 
racial identification includes "Asian or Asian-American" and "Mixed race (Vol.)." Thus, not only are 
Source: Pew Hispanic Center, 2011 National Survey of Latinos Hispanics different from 


Americans in a wide variety of ways, Hispanics don' t even identify as normal 
Americans either. 
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Combine this with the data reviewed in this article showing that ethnic diversity tends 
to make people get along less well, and it should be obvious that Hispanic immigration 
will increase American’ s levels of alienation and social strife. 


9. THE ECONOMIC "BENEFITS" 


At this point we’ ve seen most of the costs of Hispanic immigration. In response to 
this, liberals will often say that Hispanics improve the economy by doing crappy jobs 
for little money and thus lowering the price of goods and so increasing the amount of 
stuff Americans can buy. Thus, immigrants grow the economy. 


According to the Harvard labour economist George Borjas, immigrants (we are talking 
about immigrants now instead of Hispanics because I couldn' t find good data on 
Hispanic immigrants alone) add 1.6 trillion dollars to the US economy each year. Of 
this, 98.796 is consumed by said immigrants. 2.296, or $35,200,000,000, goes to 
natives. Dividing this by the roughly 300 million “native Americans” in the US and 
you get $117 per person. 


As can be seen below, there are about 16 million immigrant households in the US. This 
implies that each household increases the incomes of natives by $35.2 billion divided 
by 16,211,763 immigrant households = $2,171. 


This number can be contrasted with the impact on the public deficit that an immigrant 
has each year compared to a non-immigrant. This is equal to the amount they pay in 
taxes minus the amount they consume in government services. 


An analysis of this was carried out by the Heritage Foundation. It found that the 
average household added $310 to the deficit each year compared to $4,344 for legal 
immigrants and $14,387 for illegal immigrants. 


In other words, immigrants add thousands of dollars to the deficit each year relative to 
what non-immigrant Americans do, and this completely dwarfs any plausible increase 
in the real income of non- immigrant Americans thanks to immigrants. 
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Sovernment Benefits Received and Taxes Paid per Household, ZU1U (rage 101 z,» 


NON-IMMIGRANT HOUSEHOLDS 


cuvernmernt benefits Received and Taxes Paid per Household, ZU1U (rage < or z» 
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ropuration-Dased services $6,405 an sn ~n am $8,333 37,121 
Direct Denerits $45 $50 $47 $19 paa 
Educational benefits $15,514 $13,067 $10,501 $9,505 $13,02/ 
means-tested benetits $6,235 $3,755 $2,006 $815 $4,497 
7,554 $6,033 54,703 Hs 
Total benefits and services $29,348 $22,905 $17,593 $15,125 $24,727 
plate and local taxes paid "54i ] 214,901 
Total taxes paid $10,896 Taxes Paid per Household-.«v* $54,945 $30,916 
Federal taxes paid $4,284 $4,694 $6,160 $10,339 $5,233 
State and local taxes 579 418 869 $9,901 $5,101 
Total taxes paid $8,863 $9,111 $11,029 $20,240 $10,334 
[Fiscal deficit or surplus per -$20,485 -$13,794 -$6,564 $5,115 -$16,307 


Note: The count of households includes households in the Current Population Survey and a small number of persons residing in nursing homes 


Source: | ‘Heritage Foundation calculations based on data from the U.S. Census Bureau, 2010 Current Population Survey. See ‘Appendix tables 
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Rector Government Benefits Received per Housenoa and Richwine (2013) 
Direct benefits $12,212 $10,639 $9,094 $7,204 $9,398 
Educational benefits $9,786 $8,748 $8,873 $7,213 $8,424 
Means-tested benefits $19,762 $10,093 $7,022 $3,549 $9,040 
ation-based services 439 030 7,487 017 1 
Total benefits and services $50,200 $37,511 $32,476 $26,982 $35,223 
10. CONCLUSION Taxes Paid per Household 
Federal taxes paid $7,207 $10,897 $15,416 $30,897 $18,320 In 
State and local taxes paid 000 287 9,572 20,614 12,559 
Total taxes paid $13,207 $19,184 $24,988 $51,511 $30,879 
Fiscal deficit or surplus per -$36,993 -$18,327 -$7,489 $24,529 -$4,344 
household . 
conclusion, the 
supposed economic benefits of 
Hispanic immigration are illusory. By contrast, the economic, SR 133 R heritageors 


political, and social, costs are very real. America is harmed by Hispanic immigration, 
not helped, and for any government that puts America' s interest first there is only 
one way to deal with Hispanic immigration: reverse it. 
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FISCAL IMPACT OF WHITES, BLACKS AND HISPANICS 


Previously I wrote an article that just looked at the net budgetary impact of whites and 
non- whites. Here I decided to break down the black and Hispanic numbers as well. 
The most recent year with good data on everything is 2014. So that is the year all of 
these numbers are from. 
Before getting into the methods, I’ ll first show the final impact of this so you can see 
what a big deal this is: 

BUDGETARY IMPACT OF WHITES, BLACKS AND HISPANICS IN 2014 


Category Equal Military Static Military 
Whites $553.52 billion $249.52 billion 
White Per Capita $2,795 $1,260 

Blacks —$389.71 billion -$306.53 billion 
Black Per Capita -$10,016 — $7,700 
Hispanics —$411.95 billion —$291.3 billion 
Hispanic Per Capita |-$7,298 -$5,160 


This takes into account taxes paid and government services consumed at both the 
State and Federal level. The “Equal Military” column treats military spending as a 
service consumed equally on a per-capita basis between blacks, whites and Hispanics. 
The “Static military” assigns all military spending to whites. 

On net, whites generate a $249.52 billion surplus, or $1,260 per person if you assign 
100% of military spending to whites. If you just give whites a proportional share of 
military spending, their surplus goes up to $553.52 billion total and $2,795 per capita. 
Blacks, by contrast, run a budget deficit of $389.71 billion, or $10,016 per capita. If 
10096 of military spending is assigned to whites, blacks STILL run a $306.53 

billion deficit, or $7,700 per capita. 

Hispanics run a budget deficit of $411.95 billion of $7,289 per capita if military 
spending is proportional. If 100% of military spending is assigned to whites Hispanics 
run a deficit of $291.3 billion, or $5,160 per capita. 


RACE AND TAX REVENUE 

So regarding the methodology, I first looked in several places to figure out how much 
each race paid in taxes, as the government doesn' t keep such statistics. However, 
there are statistics collected by the tax foundation showing how much each income 
bracket pays in taxes. 
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And the census has data on income for each race and the proportion of brackets they 
are. And so using this, we can deduce how much each racial group pays in taxes: 


RACE AND TAX PAYMENT IN 2014 


This comes out to $4529.52 bil 
and $485.67 billion paid by blacks. 


RACE AND GOVERNMENT USE 


So how does that compare with services consumed? Well for Social Security, Medicare, 


% of taxes fo of taxes 

% of paid by paid by % of taxes 

taxes % of % of % of whites-  blacks- |paid by 

bracket bracket is|bracket is bracket isin— In— Hispanics— 
Bracket pays white Hispanic  |black bracket bracket | |[in—- bracket 
Top 5% | 88.9 80.87 6.17 5.00 31.46 1.945 2.4001 
6— 2096 25.4 77.72 7.80 7.48 19.74 1.8999 1.9812 
21-40% 18.3 73.65 10.70 8.91 13.48 1.6305 1.9581 
41-60% 9.9 68.3 12.68 13.76 6.76 1.3622 1.2553 
61-80% [6.1 63.01 17.89 16.67 3.21 0.8502 0.9124 
81—100% 2.1 57.41 16.23 21.25 1.21 0.4463 0.3408 
Total 75.86 8.134 8.8479 


lion paid by whites, $528.30 billion paid by Hispanics, 


Medicaid and Welfare I was able to find racial breakdowns. But what about state 


spending? Roads, schools, trash pick-up, police? For all of that I lumped into “equal 
government” and assigned the cost of it on a population basis. 

RACE AND GOVERNMENT USE 2014 

White Use White Use Black Use Black Use Hisp. Use Hisp. Use 
Service Budget % $ % $ % tb 

"Equal 

Gov.t" 9,482 62.1 2162.32 122 424.8 17.7 616.3 
Social 
Security 1,262 84.07 1060.96 (9.31 117.5 6.23 (78.6 
Medicare 505 76 383.90 10 50.5 9 45.45 
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Medicaid 476 99.06 185.93 19.9 94.72 26.43 125.8 
Welfare 472 88.8 183.14 99.8 187.86 15.7 (74.1 
(Total 6,197 64.16 3976 14.1 875.38 15.2 940.25 
(Static Mil.)6,197 69.07 4280 12.78 792.2 13.2 819.6 


So as it happened, and this is something I thought going in, the race differences in 
government consumption are not a very big deal, and the real cause of the budgetary 
impacts of races is the difference in tax payment. I also found some data showing that 
whites made up 75% of millionaires, and I thought “you know, based on this, whites 
overall probably pay around 75% of the taxes” - and was correct. 


Wage Impact of Racial Diversity 
One thing people will say in response is that white wages are jacked up by having 
non- whites around. This doesn’ t appear to be true when you look at regions in the 
US: 

MEDIAN INCOME AND PROPORTION OF POPOULA TION OF WHITES BY 


REGION 
Median Income of Median Income of 

Region % White White Males White Females 
Northeast 67.6 $40,435 $25,090 
Midwest (77.2 $36,892 $22,803 
South 59.0 $37,666 $22,199 
West 50.9 $41,366 $23,140 
So a big impact doesn’ t just pop out at you. And if there is a correlation between 
median white income in a state, or county, and the proportion of blacks and/or 


Hispanics in that state or county, well then the next step would be to show causality. 
Another interesting thing to point out is that a Dutch meta- analysis of 384 studies on 
the impact of immigration on native wages in the United States and EU countries found 
that a 196 increase in immigrants as part of the labour force was associated with a 
0.119% reduction in native wages. 

But one thing to consider is correlation and causation. Just because a 1% increase in 
immigration is only associated with a 0.119% decrease in native wages doesn’ t mean 
that the actual impact is that small. 

So we' re looking at a small negative impact on wages, not the big positive impacts 
you would need for the libertarian story to hold water. I mean it’ s not stupid to 
believe in the absence of data; lower- skill people come in, earn wages, white people 
are freed for higher—earning labour. But it doesn’ t appear to be actually happening. 
If you want to argue that the presence of blacks and Hispanics around white people 
drives up white wages, that’ s not something that is immediately obvious from the 
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data, it’ s only intuitive if you to hold very pro—market priors. You need more than 
just “ideas that make sense” and connect-the- dots / painting-by -numbers 
economic narratives that libertarians like to spin, and then act as if they’ ve actually 
discovered something. 


Conclusion 

The negative fiscal impact of blacks and Hispanics is significant. All of this discussion 
ofa “national debt" and “deficit” is primarily of function of blacks and Hispanics. 
Without them, we would be running budget surpluses today, even when keeping the 
military the same size. 


EMIL KIRKEGAARD’S ANALYSIS OF THE FISCAL IMPACT OF IMMIGRANT GROUPS TO FINLAND 


Emil Kirkegaard did an analysis of the fiscal impact of immigrant groups to Finland: 


FISCAL IMPACT BY NATIONAL IQ 
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heterogeneous than often thought, 


or, at least, a lot more 


heterogeneous than I used to think it was. If you look at Whites as a whole, we look to 


be pretty consistent republicans: 


In a previous post, I documented that immigrant White Americans are, on net, 


Democrats. I showed this first by analysing party ID: 
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I then looked at the voting patterns of 2nd generation White Americans: 


How 2™ Generation White Americans Voted, 1996 - ZU1z 


7096 
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ation NAD: 
Native 
Generat | 4 
2nd Generation 
Native 52.2 24.9 2 
Hispanic lst Generation 44.2 17.3 2 
and Generation 56 13.5 4 
Native 17.2 7.6 6 
Black lst Generation 73.4 13.2 6 
and Generation 66.7 6.9 5 
Native 55.2 21.6 2 
Other leat Generation 422 211 2 


generation White Americans, sorted by the number of grandparents they had who were 
born outside of America: 


More recently, I ran some similar analyses of White Americans by ethnicity. I’ ll be 
relying on data from the General Social Survey, and utilizing a question that asked 
participants “ “From what countries or part of the world did your ancestors come?" 
Here is the main result of the analysis: 


Thus, only British, German, and Scandinavian Whites were found to identify as 
Republicans. 
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Country of Origin % Republican % Democrat Ratio N 


To ensure that this is not somehow an artefact of people being mistaken about their 
ancestry, I calculated these same ratios for people who were either 2nd or 3rd 
generation immigrants to the US. People who have at least one parent or grandparent 
who were immigrants should have a much more accurate knowledge of where their 
family is from. The Spearman rank order correlations between the ratios produced by 
the total sample and 2nd and 3rd generation immigrants were .79 (p«.001) and .89 
(p<.001), suggesting that whatever misremembering does occur in the total sample 
does not bias it in a way that messes with the pattern of political ideology by European 
ethnicity. 


I also tried looking at why European ethnicities differed in party ID. The only trend of 
value I found was that people from more protestant nations were more Republican. 
'This trend explained about a third of the variation across ethnicities in party ID: 
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..estantism and Republicanism Among European immigrants 
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went on to analyse voting trends for the 12 US presidential elections that occurred 
between 1968 and 2012. Due to limitations of sample size, I only looked at people from 
England, Scotland, France, Ireland, Italy, Poland, and Scandinavia (Denmark, Norway, 
and Sweden, combined). 


If you want, you can see each ethnic group voting pattern by election on the following 
pages: 
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A common pattern across these is that Whites liked Reagan a lot, more than they liked 
most Republicans, and liked Clinton a lot, more than they liked other Democrats. There 
is an interesting divergence in the Obama years wherein the Irish, Italians, and 
Scandinavians, flipped to the Democrats. 


So, that’ s what I found. Let’ s look at what others come up with on recent voting 
among European American ethnic groups. 


BuzzFeed reported on a poll that looked at party ID by the ancestry that White people 
most identified with. This forced respondents to choose only one ethnicity, and this is 
potentially problematic given the nature of the American population and the fact that 
some ethnicities enforce identity more than others. Most people are descended from 
multiple nations, and so asking the question like this allows them to choose from 
multiple possibilities, and a dubious “American” category, that could mess with the 
results. 


Group Dem (%) Rep (X) 
German pm | 00 B 
American poi E-——cud 
Italian |o EM | 

English | 36 | 44 Clearly, their sample 


bound Irish and Italian 
respondents to be more to the right than mine did, thought the Irish were still found to 
be net democrats. 


This poll was carried out a few months before the election of 2016 and found that 
respondents of each ethnicity intended on voting for Trump. 
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Group Clinton (96) Trump (96) 
Ceman GES | 
Fnalich E73 sss Now, this finding I don’ t put 


much stock in. If accurate, this would imply that 20% of the English, Italians, and Irish, 
voted for a third party, which they obviously didn' t. This is why asking people after 
the fact 1s better, they have actually had to make the choice rather than sit in a place of 
indecision. 


There are a few other data points on how the Irish voted in 2016. A poll reported on 
by The Irish Times found that 47% of Irish Americans voted for Clinton and 27% 
voted for Trump. The same survey found that 41% identified as Democrats and 21% as 
Republicans. However, this poll was biased in that its respondents were 
disproportionally from the North East, possibly more so than is appropriate for a poll of 
Irish Americans. 

Another analysis looked at the 14 counties in which the Irish comprise at least 2596 of 


the population. Clinton won 8 of them. This means that Clinton won 5796 of Americas 
most Irish counties while she only won 15.5% of US counties generally. 

With respect to Italians, there is less data. My analysis ended in 2012 and found them 
to Democrats at that time. This is supported by a 2011 Zogsby poll which found that 
37% of Italian Americans identify as Democrats while 30% identify as Republican and 
31% identify as independent. It is possible that BuzzFeed measured a real change in 
Italian opinion. This wouldn' t be surprising given how well Trump did in Pennsylvania 
compared to previous Republicans. 

Buzzfeed didn' t look at Polish Americans. Radzilokski and Stecula (2010) find that 
Polish Americans identify as Republicans 26.1% of the time, Democrats 36.5% of the 
time, and independents 33.2% of the time. They also identify as conservative 44% of 
the time and liberal 33% of the time, suggesting they may have a lot of conservative 
Democrats. 

My analysis began with the year 1968. Unsurprisingly, earlier data is consistent with 
the idea of various White minorities voting Democrat. For instance, Wolfinger 

(1965) finds that Italian and Irish in the North East were democrats in 

1958. Craughwell (2012) reports that “JFK won 75 percent of the Irish vote, 75 
percent of the Italian vote, 82 percent of the Slavic vote and 85 percent of the Hispanic 
vote." 


So, it looks to me like there are groups of White people that aren' t reliable 
Republicans, especially in the last decade, and that the political assimilation of White 
ethnicities have been exaggerated. Of course, in a sense, we already that there were 
Whites who are not reliable republicans since lots of White people are Democrats, but I 
previously didn’ t appreciate the degree to which this depended on how long White 
people had been in the country and where they came from in Europe. 
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ETHNIC DIVERSITY AND SOCIAL COHESION: A CRITIQUE 


In this post, I am going to critique the literature linking ethnic diversity to low levels of 
social cohesion. 


THE PUTNAM STUDY 


Putnam (2007) is easily the most often cited paper to show that diversity negatively 
impacts communities. Putnam shows that participants from more diverse regions 
reported lower levels of social capital, the degree to which neighbours interact with 
and trust one another, even after controlling for individual and regional differences in 
social and economic variables. 

Before controlling for confounding variables, the relationship between an area' s level 
of trust and ethnic diversity looked strong and negative. 


What is 
often 
ignored 
in 


Trust neighbors ‘a lot’ (%) 


second-hand accounts of this paper is that the multivariate effect, the impact of 
diversity after controlling for all these confounding variables, was statistically 
significant but minuscule. Local ethnic diversity independently accounted for less than 
1% of the variation in trust. 


Moreover, it wasn’ t the strongest effect measured. At the individual level, the best 
predictors were, in order, a participant’ s age, whether they owned a home, their level 
of education, and whether they were Black. The strongest regional predictors, in order, 
were census tract poverty rate, crime rate, ethnic diversity, and population density. 
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Going from an area with zero diversity to an area with maximum diversity would be 
predicted to lower trust by .14 points on a 4- point scale. (Diversity has a minimum of. 
25) By contrast, going from maximum to minimum poverty increase trust by .66 points. 


1aDIC 5. FTCUICUTDIg 1TUSL ITI INCIETIDOUTS ITOM ITIGIVIQUGI aNd CODLCXLUZI. V arrapics i 
1S 
B S. E. Beta L Sig. 
(Constant) 0.79 0.11 7.0 0.0000 
R's age 0.01 0.00 0.15 21.4 0.0000 
R owns home (v. rent) 0.25 0.01 013 197 0.0000 
R's education (ycars) 0.04 0.00 0.13 19.1 0.0000 
R's ethnicity: black —-0.31 002 —0.12 -18.6 0.0000 
Census tract poverty rate —0.66 009 — —008 -7.1 0.0000 
R's satisfaction with current finances 0.10 0.01 0.08 — 12.44 0.0000 
R’s ethnicity: Latino —(.24 0.02 —0.07 -9.8 (0.0000 
R's houschold income ($100,000) 0.14 0.02 0.05 7.5 0.0000 
County: Non-violent Crimes per Capita -2.57 041 —-O0.05 —6.2 0.0000 
Census tract Herfindahl Index of Ethnic 0.18 0.04 0.04 5.1 0.0000 
Homogeneity 
Census Tract Population Density —0.39 008 — —004 —48 0.0000 
(100,000 per sq. mi) 
Census Tract Percent Living Same Town as —0.24 004  —004 -5.4 0.0000 
Five Years Earlier 
R’s decades in this community 20 004 — 0.04 5.3 0.0000 
Census Tract Percent Renters —0.14 004  —004 -3.5 0.0006 
Census Tract Percent Bachelor's Degree 0.29 0.07 0.03 43 (0.0000 
R is Spanish-speaker —0.13 0.03 — —003  —L1 0.0001 
R is female 0.05 0.01 0.03 4.7 0.0000 
Census Tract Gini Cocfficient for Houschold 0.39 0.15 0.02 2.7 0.0069 
Incomc 
Census Tract Avcrage Commute Time (hours) -021 -006  -002 -3.4 0.0006 
R’s ethnicity: Asian —0.09 003 — —002 -3.3 0.0011 
Census Tract Percent United States Citizens 0.21 0.09 0.02 22 0.0264 
County: Violent Crimes per Capita 6.59 3.35 0.02 20 0.0489 
Census Tract Percent Over 65 0.21 0.10 0.01 2.1 0.0364 
R is a citizen 0.06 0.03 0.01 2.1 0.0356 
R’s average monthly work hours 002 001 0.01 L8 0.0732 
R is resident of South —0.02 002 -0.01 -12 02182 
R is resident of Midwest —0.02 002  —001 -1.0 0.3296 
R is resident of West 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.8 0.4238 
R’s commuting time (hours) —0.00 0.01 000 — —02 0.8069 


Notes: Question was “How much can you trust people in your ncighbourhood?’ N = 23,260. 
Adj. R? = 0.26. 


implies is that the net effect of high SES individuals who increase local levels of 
diversity could easily be positive with respect to social capital. 


It’ s also worth noting that Putnam’ s entire model, all these variables combined, only 
explained 26% of the variation in trust between people. 


REPLICATING PUTNAM 
A meta- analysis of attempts to replicate Putnam’ s finding found that most 


replications failed. 
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For a variety of reasons, this isn’ t a very well-done meta- analysis. From a race 
realist perspective, one salient problem is that it doesn’ t look at the moderating 
influence of different categorizations of ethnicities, and the measures of diversity 
utilized aren' t sensitive to the differences in genetic distance between pairs of ethnic 
groups. So, a study in this meta- analysis might count a half black and half white area 
as being just as diverse an area that is half Scott and half Irish. 


But the US replication rate is only 50%, and US studies typically use simple racial 
(rather than ethnic) categorization schemes, and so are typically not open to this line 
of critique. 


Another problem with this meta-analysis is that studies finding an adverse effect of 
ethnic diversity on trust would be counted against Putnam' s hypothesis if the effect 
wasn' t statistically significant. A better way to bin these studies would have been on 
the basis of the direction and significance of the effects. The way this review was done 
leaves open the possibility that most of the failed replications produced findings that 
are in the direction that Putnam' s study would predict. If that is so, this increases the 
probability that Putnam' s result is real. 


(It also isn’ t clear to me that standard significance testing is appropriate in regional 
analyses. Also, “vote counting” meta-analyses are inherently kind of crappy.) 


I recently decided to take a closer look at the US studies that were counted as 
successful replications. Specifically, I was interested in seeing if the absolute effect of 
diversity was ordinarily weak in multivariate analysis, if the proportion of variance 
explained by the total model was usually small, and if the impact of SES normally 
remained significant as well. Seven of the successful replications proved open to this 
sort of analysis. 


Fieldhouse and Cutts (2010) look at both subjective ratings of trust in an area and 
objective participation in voluntary associations. Diversity is found to have a smaller 
effect than poverty in the US, though the same was not true in the UK. That being said, 
the impact of diversity in the UK was only significant for one of two measures of social 
capital. 
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w Diversity n 
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measures of social capital. While diversity had a statistically significant effect in a 
multivariate model, it explained less than 1% variation in various measures of social 


capital. 


Alesina and Ferrara (2000) utilized an ethnic diversity measure based on 35 ancestry 
categories and a racial diversity measure based on 5 ancestry categories. Social capital 


Table 3. Relationships of ethnic variables to harmony 
Calm 

Pearson r B 
I. Non-White percentages 
Asian —0.064*** — —0.012 
Black —0.133*** — —0.067*** 
Hispanic -0.131***  —0.060"** 
Non-White R? 0.028*** 
Chi-squared (3 df) 29.1374 
II. Heterogeneity 
Heterogeneity R? 0.030*** 
Chi-squared (1 df) 46.6*** 


Trust 
Pearson r B 
—0.127*** —0.048* 
—0.153*** —0.063*** 
—0.172*** —0.075*** 
0.047*** 
52.3773 
0.064*** 
97.2** 


Was 
Help 
Pearson r 
—0.123*** -0.0 
—0.114*** —0.0 
—0.134*** —0.0 
0.0 
36.5 
0.0 
63.3 


*statistically significant at the p «0.05 level; **statistically significant at the p <0.01 le 


***statistically significant at the p «0.001 level. 


Calm: How much of a problem would you say the following is: neighbours who cause trouble: 
noise? Trust: People in this neighbourhood can be trusted. Help: People around here are willing 


their neighbours. 


B — Standardised betas in fixed effects models. Non-White R* — Variance explained in OLS mo 


measured via participation in voluntary associations like churches, unions, 


professional/hobby clubs, etc. 


Before controlling for confounding variables, racial and ethnic diversity had significant 
relationships to association membership, but these correlations were extremely weak. 
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Panel B: Correlations 


Membership Gini Race 
Gini -.06** 
Race -1059* .94** 


Ethnic «£e .09 .56** 


*Denotes significance at the 5 percent level; **at the 1 percent level. 


Race and SES variables remained significant in the multivariate model which itself only 
explained 9% of the variance. 


HETEROGENEITY AND PARTICIPATION 


(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Size of place -.003 —.002 —.003 —.002 -.002 -.002 
(.002) (.002) (.002) (.002) (.002) (.002) 
Med HH income 4.979**  5.733** 4.587** 5.230**  4.259** 4.994** 
(1.491) (1.688) (1.620) (1,688) (1.577) (1.740) 
Med HH ine. /\2 —.220** -—.282** —.227** -—.259** —.213** —.248** 
(.071) (.080) (.077) (.080) (.075) (.082) 
Gini -.916** -.449** —.773** —.468* 
(.238) (.249) (.233) (.261) 
Race —,201** —.141** —.112 
(.057) (.068) (071) 
Ethnic —.253** —.161*  -—.082 
(.106) (.092) (.089) 
INDIV CONTROLS? Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
STATES Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
YEARS Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
No. obs. 10534 10534 10534 10534 10534 10534 
Pseudo R? .09 .09 .09 .09 .09 .09 
Observed P 2 .72 che .72 .72 te 


Predicted P YE 74 YE Y 14 .74 


Lipford and Yandle (2009) find that a 10% increase in diversity raises volunteerism 
by 1 per 100 people. A 10% increase in people with a college degree increases 
volunteerism by 5—6 people per 100. 

Dincer (2011) calculated racial diversity based on 6 ancestry categories. Diversity 
was found to have a U-shaped relationship with trust, with trust peaking when 
diversity equals .34. 


Other variables were found to have a linear relationship with trust. A 10% increase in 
the proportion of people with college degrees predicted a 10% increase in the 
proportion of people who have a high level of trust. A 10% decrease in income 
inequality predicted a 15% increase in trust. Etc. 
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The proportion of variance explained by Dincer’ s models was very high, around 80%, 
but this is probably because he was comparing states rather than more disaggregated 
geographical units. 


Stolle et al. (2008) found that having lots of neighbours of a different race lowers 
trust. This effect is much weaker among people who actually talk to their neighbours. 


Figure Z: Ubserved Diversity, lies and Irust 


=== Do Not Talk to Neighbors 
== Talk to Neighbors 


Trust (Wallets Measure, 0-3) 


None One, or Almost None A Few, or Some About Half Many to All 
How many neighbors are a different race? 


In total, Stolle et al’ s model explained 12% of the variance in trust. Standardized 
effect sizes aren’ t presented, but education’ s effect has a lower p-value. 


This interaction with talking to your neighbours might mean that anti-social people are 
more negatively impacted by diversity. It could also mean that when diversity 
increases and the new neighbours are crappy people don’ t talk to them but when their 
new neighbours are good they do talk to them. 


Rice and Steele (2001) looked at how ethnic diversity related to social capital in 
Iowan towns. They found a negative relationship between diversity and various 
measures of how well a community is liked by people who live there. Diversity’ s 
independent effect is similar to that of education, and the total model explains around 
35% of the variation in social capital. 
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Hegression Models 


Community Community Community 
Attachment Index Suspicion Index Involvement Index 


(Model 1) (Model 2) (Model 3 (Model 4) (Model 5) (Model 6) 


Independent Survey Census Survey Census Survey Census 


Variables Variables Variables Variables Variables Variables Variables 
Ethnic 
diversity 20] 1.88"** 24g" EBIT 181"* 1.19" 
(.35) (.29) (.35) (.26) (.25) (17) 
Population .00* .00* Ag" 00""* 007 .00* 
(.14) (.14) (.46) (.42) (.30) (.18) 
Mobility o5" .09 .02 .06 V a haa .04 
(.27) (.14) (.10) (.10) (.55) (.05) 
Commuting .02 -.01 B57 .02 .01 -.01 
(.09) (-.08) (.22) (.12) (.07) (-.04) 
Age -.03*** -.02* -.03^* -.01 -,03^* -.04^* 
(-.31) (-.22) (-.25) (-.12) (-.22) (-.32) 
Household 
income .01 .00 -.08 -.00 .02 .00 
(.01) (.03) (-.04) (-.11) (.01) (.10) 
Education -85" - 0r" -1.01"* -.04^* ze -.03 
(-.30) (-.35) (-.33) (-.23) (-.36) (-.15) 
Home 
ownership -.02* -.01 -.03* -.01 -.00 -.00 
(-.13) (-.06) (-.14) (-.07) (-.02) (-.01) 
H2 33 .29 of 33 48 27 


Ironically, this is an exception to the rule that says that US studies measure racial 
diversity. This was a true measure of ethnic diversity, and the sort of difference 
measured here, across towns in lowa, reflects towns with varying levels of Americans 
with German, French, English, Irish, etc., ancestry. 

There are two studies not included in the meta-analysis of Putnam replications that I 
think are worth adding to this mini-review. 

Alesina and Ferrara (2002) looked at the relationship between racial diversity, ethnic 
diversity, and income inequality, with trust. Income inequality and racial diversity each 
correlated weakly at —.1 with trust, while ethnic diversity correlated even more 
weakly at —.03. 
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Trust 

Confidence in banks & financial institutions 
Confidence in major companies 

Confidence in organized religion 
Confidence in education 

Confidence in executive branch of federal government 
Confidence in organized labor 

Confidence in press 

Confidence in medicine 

Confidence in television 

Confidence in supreme court 

Confidence in scientific community 
Confidence in congress 

Confidence in military 


Gini 
Racial fragmentation 
Ethnic fragmentation 


Means [1] 


0.40 
0.27 
0.25 
0.30 
0.32 
0.17 
0.12 
0.19 
0.49 
0.15 
0.32 
0.40 
0.14 
0.35 


0.41 
0.36 
0.67 


Correlations 
with trust [2] 


1 
0.06* 
0.14* 
0.04* 
0.01 
0.06* 
—0.03* 
0.01 
0.06* 
—0.04* 
0.12* 
0.15* 
0.02 
—0.03* 


—0.10* 
—0.10* 
—0.03* 
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In the multivariate model, racial diversity had a significant effect while ethnic diversity 
and income inequality did not. The reported effect sizes aren' t in a format that can be 
compared, but median household incomes effect was also significant and had a lower 
p-value than the effect of diversity. The total model explained 11% of the variation in 
trust. Obviously, racial diversity could not have contributed much of that since its 
bivariate relationship with trust only explained 1% of the variance. 
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Heterogeneity and trust 


Dependent variable —1 if trust others 


Size of place" 
Median household income' 


Median household income X2 


Crime" 


Gini“ 


Racial fragmentation“ 


Ethnic fragmentation’ 


Pseudo Rsq 


Observed Prob 
Predicted Prob 


[1] 

— 0.003 
(0.004) 

7.293*** 

(2.632) 
—0.345** 
(0.126) 
—0.105 
(0.464) 


0.11 
0.42 
0.40 


[2] 

— 0.002 
(0.004) 

6273** 

(2.637) 

—0.298** 
(0.126) 

—0.077 
(0.445) 

—0.960** 
(0.307) 


0.11 
0.42 
0.40 


[3] 
—0.001 
(0.004) 
8.105** 
(2.370) 
—0.383** 
(0.114) 
—0.033 
(0.441) 


—0.220** 


(0.047) 


0.11 
0.42 
0.40 
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[4] 
—0.003 
(0.004) 
7.137** 
(2.598) 
—0.337** 
(0.125) 
—0.112 
(0.460) 


—0.089 

(0.139) 
0.11 
0.42 
0.40 


[5] 
—0.001 
(0.004) 
8.170** 
(2.720) 
—0.387** 
(0.130) 
—0.023 
(0.440) 
—0.347 
(0.443) 
—0.238** 
(0.089) 
0.209 
(0.159) 
0.11 
0.42 
0.40 


Finally, Kirkegaard (2017) analysed data on 3,100 US counties while looking at how 
ethnic diversity related to a county socioeconomic status. This analysis found that the 


relationship between ethnic diversity and SES goes away after controlling for cognitive 


ability. 


I also ran my own analysis looking at how variation in national life satisfaction was 
predicted by ethnic diversity. I used data on life expectancy, life satisfaction, and 
national wealth from the 2016 World Happiness Report, data on ethnic diversity 
from Alesina et al. (2003), data on IQ from Lynn and Vanhanen (2012), and national 


wealth data from the World Bank. 
At first glance, there was a moderately strong negative relationship. 
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Ethnic Diversity and Life Satisfaction 


Correlation = -.40 


Life Satisfaction 
- 
*. 


0.1 0.2 0.3 DA 0.5 


Ethnic Diversity 


Controlling for IQ reduced this effect to zero: 


Model Summary 


Model R R* Adjusted R* RMSE 
1 0.691 0.478 0.470 0.808 
Coefficients 
Model Unstandardized Standard Error Standardized t p 
1 intercept -0.868 0.830 -1.045 0.298 
Ethnic Diversity 0.164 0.361 0.037 0.455 0.650 
lQ 0.073 0.008 0.714 8.719 x .001 


Controlling for national Wealth reduced the effect of IQ, suggesting that ethnic 
diversity negatively correlates with national IQ which in turn lowers national life 
satisfaction by inhibiting economic growth. 
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WIVUSI Guirmcery 
Model R R* Adjusted R* RMSE 
1 0.824 0.679 0.670 0.642 
Coefficients 
Model Unstandardized Standard Error Standardized t p 
1 intercept -2.524 0.716 -3.525 x .001 
Ethnic Diversity 0.297 0.300 0.067 0.987 0.326 
IQ 0.013 0.010 0.128 1.285 0.201 
Log GDP per capita 0.725 0.091 0.752 8.001 « 001 


I have three takeaways from this mini-review of Putnam- like studies, which was 
obviously biased in a way that would inflate the effect of diversity: 
1. There is a very high probability that ethnic diversity has, at most, a small effect 


on social capital. This effect is statistically significant in studies with huge 
samples, but it is not practically significant. 


2. It is moderately probable that SES has a larger effect than ethnic diversity. 


3. We don’ t know what explains most of the variation in social capital across 
regions or individuals. (And that’ s true even if you add in genes to the mix.) 


THE HARVARD TRUST EXPERIMENT 
After Putnam' s research, the most often cited on diversity and trust is Glaeser et al. 
(2000). This paper involved 198 students from Harvard playing an economic game that 
experimentally measured trust. 


One player, the sender, is given some amount of money. They then chose some portion 
of that money to be sent to a second play, the recipient. The recipient’ s cash is then 
doubled, and they can return as much of the money as they want to the sender. The 
more a sender trusts the recipient to fairly compensate them, the more money they 
will send. 


Glaeser et al. found that in multiracial pairs of students the sender sent less money and 
the recipient sent back less money. This finding is particularly striking because the 
multi-racial pairs consisted of Whites and Asians, who don' t have the same history of 
racial conflict as Whites and Blacks, and because everyone involved was a high SES, 
highly intelligent, young, ivy league college kid. 


At least, that is how the study is normally presented. In fact, none of these effects 
were statistically significant. In other words, they were weak enough to easily occur 
simply due to sampling error. (And this is before correcting for multiple testing!). The 
statistical significance of a result is a significant predictor of the likelihood that it will 
replicate, and, on average, findings require a much lower p- value than what is seen 
here before they hit a 50% replication rate. 


498|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


TABLE VI 
ĪNFIUENCE or SOCIAL Connection on AMOUNT Sent AND RETURN Ratio 
D———————— ————————————— 


Amount sent as function of Return ratio as function of 
sender and pair characteristics recipient and pair characteristics 
a) i2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (Yi (8) 
Amount sent 0.0143 0.0151. 00170 0.0140 
(0.0069) (0.0069) (0.0066) (0.0069) 
Promisc -0.0796 0.03908 040416 —0.0597 —0.0548 —0.0539 —0.0358 —0.0691 
(1.0060) (1.0152) (1.0319) (1.0980) (0.0511) (0.0515). (0.0501) (0.0519) 
Different —0.2899 0.0455 -0218 —0.2243 0.0067 0.0331 0.0328 0.0050 
sex (1.1972) (1.1890) (1.1750) (1.1657) (0.0530) (0.0577) (0.0628) (0.0526) 
Male 0.5777 05750 0.6190 0.6453 00477 0.0622 0458 0.0448 
(1.1950) (1.2007) (1.2168) (1.2251) (0.0589) 40.0621). (0.0570) (0.0584) 
White -0.35683 —0.1940 —0.2490 0.0589 04497 0.0667 
(1.0082) (1.0200) (1.0274) (0.0541) (0.0553) (0.0627) 


Freshman 0.35029 —0.0044 0.0387 0.0215 —0.0557 —0.0668 —0.0730 —0.0641 
(1.1270) (11251) (1.1484). (1.1406) (0.0549). (0.0560). (0.0632) (0.0553) 


Only child -1.97606 -LEIDA —L8404 —1.7288 -0.2222 —0.2447 —0.2149 -0.2302 
(1.5499) (15724) (1.5906) (1.5966) (0.0937) (0.0944) (0.0909) (0.0950) 
Trusting 0.3997 0.1788 (0.4020 0.3964 0.0027 040061 0.0021 0.0061 
behavior (0.2157) (0.2199) (0.2206) (0.2216) (0.0159) 0.0153) (0.0148) (0.0153) 
index 
GSS trust. 0.1581 0.1978 0.1580 0.2080 —0.1004 —0.10657 —0.1048 —0.0800 
(1.0136) (1.0260) (1.0323) (1.0461) (0.0530) (0.0537) (0.0616) (0.0541) 
Months 0.1016 0.0060 
since first (0.0614) (0.0032) 
mecting 
Number of 0.0310 0.0026 
common (0.0021) 40.0017) 
friends 
Different -0.2174 —0.1749 
nationality (1.2509) (0.0616) 
White sender, -0.7496 -0.1092 
Nonwhite (1.4720) (0.0623) . 
ere Even more egregious, the 
Meinbils -0.2360 $124 adjusted r—squared values for 
sender, (1.1579) (0.0665) : 
white the sending models are actually 
Nes. 03040 aosa negative. The model for money 
m omm (0.1250) sent back is better, it explained 
recipient 1596 of the variance in return 
Constant 12.0169 116161 122148 12.1904 0.4327 04058 0.4523 0.5423 


(24486) (2.5578) (24951) (2.5012) (0.1501) 4.1527) (0.1462) 01455) behaviour, but, again, the 
Adjusted R* —0.0000 -00224 -0.0397 -0.0413 0.159 0.1457 0299 01471 — diversity variables are not 
Observations — 92 92 m 92 89 89 89 a9 its 
significant. 


Standued errors ure in parentheses All reyrcions are ordiscery bust squares. 
In any other context, a small 


sample study that failed to produce statistically significant findings would be 
interpreted as either useless or as evidence against the existence of an effect. 
Treating it as evidence for an effect is not justified. 


As was the case with Putnam’ s paper, looking at other research trying to 
experimentally tease out the effects of diversity doesn’ t seem to help the anti- 
diversity case. For instance, Nai (2018) reported the following: 


“Study 1 found that people residing in more racially diverse metropolitan 
areas were more likely to tweet prosocial concepts in their everyday lives. 
Study 2 found that following the 2013 Boston Marathon bombings, people in 
more racially diverse neighbourhoods were more likely to spontaneously 
offer help to individuals stranded by the bombings. Study 3 found that 
people living in more ethnically diverse countries were more likely to report 
having helped a stranger in the past month. Providing evidence of the 
underlying mechanism, Study 4 found that people living in more racially 
diverse neighbourhoods were more likely to identify with all of humanity, 
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which explained their greater likelihood of having helped a stranger in the 
past month. Finally, providing causal evidence for the relationship between 
neighbourhood diversity and pro—sociality, Study 5 found that people asked 
to imagine that they were living in a more racially diverse neighbourhood 
were more willing to help others in need, and this effect was mediated by a 
broader identity." 

Something more closely approaching a replication of Glaesser' s paper comes 

from Jiro (2009) who writes: "We show that the level of trust and reciprocity in an 
intercultural trust game experiment between Austrian and Japanese subjects differs 
from the results of an intracultural experiment run in the respective countries among 
compatriots. Austrian subjects show significantly higher levels of trust towards 
Japanese subjects than towards fellow countrymen. Japanese do not differentiate 
between Austrian or Japanese subjects. Japanese subjects are found to be less 
reciprocal than Austrian subjects. ” 

So far as I know, there isn’ t a meta-analysis of these results. However, Johnson and 
Mislin (2009) meta- analysed the relationship between the results of a trust game 
experiment and how ethnically diverse the country in which it was conducted is. They 
found a meta- analytic effect size that was statistically insignificant and positive for 
trust, meaning that people tended to send more money in more diverse nations. 


Table 4: Explaining [rust Using Cross Country Variables 


(1) OLS (2) Robust (3) OLS (4) Robust (5) OLS (6) Robust (7) OLS (8) Robust 


ypop9s | 0.0000 | -0.0000 | 0.0000 | -0.0000 | -0.0000 | -0.0000 | 0.0000 | -0.0000 
[(0.0000)| (0.0000) |(0.0000)| (0.0000) |(0.0000)| (0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0.0000) 
prenóü | 0.3816 | 0.4889 | -0.0966 | 0.3594 | -0.0357 | 0.2802 | 0.4434 | 0.7217 
(0.5687) | (0.6117) |(0.6529)| (0.5990) |(0.6223)| (0.5991) | (0.6264)| (0.6599) 
ethnicfrac 0.4650* | 0.1046 
|(0.2401) | (02975) | | 1 
gini 0.0126 | 0.0053 
| (0.0077) | (0.0083) | | | 
corpi 0.0680 | 0.0406 
(0.0809) | (0.0622 
"pm [0.441] | [0.377] 
Observations | — 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 
R-squared | 0.490 0.485 0.475 0490 | 
F-Stat 21.13 1.32 12.45 1.36 19.89 121 17.07 137 


However, there was also a significant negative effect of diversity on trustworthiness, 


meaning that in more diverse nations people tended to send less money back. 
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(l)OLS (2)Robust (3)OLS (4)Robust (5)OLS (6)Robus — (7)OLS (8)Robust 


ypop95 | 0.0000 | -0.0000 | -0.0000 | -0.0000 |-0.0000| -0.0000 | 0.0000 | -0.0000 
| (0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0.0000) |(0.0000)| (0.0000) | (0.0000) | (0.0000) 
pren60 | -0.0440 | -0.0029 | 0.6023 | 0.2850 | 0.1442 | 0.0002 | 0.8630 0.3700 
| (03746) | (0.3496) | (0.4507) | (0.8489) |(0.4723)| (0.3497) | (0.3400) | (0.3345) 
ethnicfrac |-0.6713** | -0.4207** | 
| (0.3073) | (0.1805) | | | | | | 
gini | | -0.0172** | -0.0085* | 
| | (0.0066) | (0.0049) | | 
corpi | 0.0252 | 0.0498 
| (0.0544) | (0.0377) | | 
nana [0.000]*** | [0.003]*** 
Observations | 72 72 72 | 72 72 72 72 72 
R-squared | 0.619 | | 0.595 | | o.s41 | | 0756 | 
F-Stat 23.95 5.15 21.57 | 483 | 1937 | 5.50 100.97 9.06 


The same was true of income inequality. A one-third standard deviation decrease in 
trustworthiness was predicted by a one standard deviation increase in either diversity 
or income inequality. Unfortunately, they didn' t test both variables at once so that we 
could see the effect of each variable after controlling for the other. 


This result suggests that diversity doesn' t lead to less trust, and its effect on 
trustworthiness might be offset by economic effects. It’ s not strong evidence one 
way or the other though since the diversity of a nation might not be a great predictor 
of the diversity of pairs of people in the studies conducted there. 


Now, it is very interesting that a later version of this paper, Johnson and Mislin 
(2011),doesn' t mention ethnic diversity at all. Instead, it reports these results by 
regions and finds that Africa scores far lower than other regions on trust and 
trustworthiness. 


——— M —— ary -——- 


Variable name Obs. Sum N Mean Std. dev. Min Max 
Panel A: Sent fraction (trust) 
All regions 161 23,900 0.502 0.124 0.224 0.885 
North America 46 4579 0517 0.158 0259 0.885 
Europe 64 9030 0.537 0.121 0.224 0783 
Asia 23 3043 0.482 0.102 0285 0710 
South America 13 4733 0.458 0.074 0.336 0.857 
Africa 15 2515 0.456 0.133 0.300 0.750 
Panel B: Proportion returned (trustworthiness) 
All regions 137 21,529 0.372 0.114 0.108 0812 
North America 41 4324 0.340 0.089 0.119 0.496 
Europe 53 7596 0.382 0.094 0.108 0.542 
Asia 15 2361 0.460 0.114 0.215 0.597 
South America 13 4733 0.369 0.147 0.184 0812 
Africa 15 2515 0319 0.106 0.180 0514 
I suspect this is because the diversity effect was confounded by the fact that Africa 1s 


extremely ethnically diverse. This makes me inclined to suspect that there was no 
effect for diversity qua diversity, though obviously, that is just speculation. 


Another relevant experiment comes from Finseraas et al. (2016) who looked at 
soldiers who were randomly assigned roommates and later completed a trust game. 
'They found that those from highly diverse areas exhibited less trust in immigrants, but 
those who roomed with immigrants exhibited more. I am inclined to interpret this as 
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suggesting that the immigrants out in society may have been the sort of people, based 
on individual characteristics, who lower trust, while the military may force people to 
act in ways that are less problematic. 


LONGITUDINAL RESEARCH 


Now that we' ve reviewed experimental and cross-sectional research on this 
question, let' s turn to longitudinal studies. 


First, Williamson (2008) reports on how social capital and race relations changed in 


Lewiston, Maine, between 2000 and 2006. Lewiston received a large influx of Somali 
refugees during this time period, decreasing the proportion of the town that was white 
by 7926. Changes in social capital and race relations were compared with what occurred 
during the same time period in Auburn, Maine, a city from the same county that was 
similar to Lewiston across a wide range of variables in 2000 and which did not receive 
an influx of immigrants. Despite these immigrants being both racially different, and 
poor, the two cities did not significantly differ in how their levels of social capital or 
inter—racial relations changed, although anti-immigrant attitudes did rise more in 
Lewiston. 

Second, Ziller (2015) analysed changes in trust in 22 European countries between the 
years 2002 and 2010. Cross- sectionally, nations with higher levels of ethnic diversity 
and non—- Western immigrants had lower levels of trust. However, changes in these 
variables did not predict changes in trust over time. 

Longitudinal changes in general immigration levels did, suggesting an effect of 
immigrants qua immigrants, regardless of race. However, this effect was only negative 
when the economy was not growing. At levels of economic growth above zero, the 
effect of immigrants on trust was positive and statistically insignificant. 
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+ Finally, 


^^ Lauren 
ce and 


Marginal effects prop. foreign-born 
immigrants (within) on social trust 


Bentley (2015) conducted a longitudinal analysis looking at how changes in an English 
community’ s ethnic diversity predicted changes in social cohesion. In the first place, 
it found that diversity and economic variables both mattered. More interestingly, it 
found that the adverse effects of diversity were much stronger among those individuals 
who, over the course of the study, had decided to move to a more homogeneous area. 
By contrast, there was no effect for diversity among those who chose to move to a 
more diverse area. 


In sum, the longitudinal literature I’ ve been able to find doesn’ t seem to compelling 
support the idea that diversity qua diversity has a negative impact on social cohesion, 
and suggests that the effects it does have will be conditional on society — wide factors 
like economic growth and individual factors relating to the people who experience 
increases in diversity. 


One potential individual—level factor that moderates a person’ s response to diversity 
is their political ideology. Laurence et al. (2018) found that diversity only lowers trust 
among those who view the relevant outgroups as threatening to begin within a sample 
of English participants. Assche et al. (2018) found basically the same thing in the 


Netherlands. Of course, it might also just be that individuals who are likely to 
negatively react to diversity and also, and maybe even consequently, more likely to 
adopt anti- immigration viewpoints. 

In conclusion, I don’ t think the social- scientific literature I am aware of has 
compellingly shown that diversity qua diversity has an important effect on social 
cohesion. With respect to immigration, this literature seems to imply that high SES 
immigrants would probably increase local social cohesion even if they also increase 
levels of ethnic diversity. 
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THE MYTH OF EUROPEAN ASSIMILATION 


Sometimes, a narrative is told about American history that goes like this: in the 19"and 
20" century the US received a huge number of European immigrants. Initially, they had 
high levels of crime and poverty, and reliably voted for the democrat party. With time, 
these groups economically assimilated into country, deemphasized their ethnic origins, 
and became an indistinguishable part of White America. 

'This narrative is used by liberals to argue that we should expect the same thing to 
happen with Hispanic immigrants today. Race realists also use this narrative to argue 
that European ethnic differences are of relatively little importance, while the same can 
obviously not be said of the racial differences that have allowed Black, Hispanic, and 
Asian, Americans to live here for generations and never assimilate. The later 1s closer 
to the truth than the former, but in this post, I am going to argue that both 
interpretations are significantly wrong because the historical narrative they are 
interpreting is significantly inaccurate. 


ECONOMIC ASSIMILATION 

Today, there exist substantial per capita income differences between different groups 
of European Americans. Below is data from the census showing the per capita income 
of different groups, and how many dollars each group makes per dollar made by 
German Americans. 
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Ratio to 
Ancestry Per capita income Germans 
Austrian $55,888 1.47 
British $52,505 1.38 
Russian $92,377 1.38 
South African $51,954 1.97 
Latvian $50,597 1:33 
Lithuanian $48,337 1:27 
Czechoslovakian $47,637 1.25 
Australian $45,383 1.20 
Scottish $45,195 1.19 
Swiss $44,242 1.17 
Ukrainian $44,210 1.16 
Hungarian $43,893 1.16 
Belgian $43,849 1.15 
Canadian $43,204 1.14 
Danish $42,339 1.12 
Greek $42,116 1.11 
Czech $42,040 1.11 
Slavic $41,931 1.10 
English $41,692 1.10 
Swedish $41,373 1.09 
Polish $40,887 1.08 
Scotch-Irish $40,838 1.08 
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Norwegian $39,555 1.04 
Bulgarian $39,036 1.03 
Italian $38,722 1.02 
German $37,967 1.00 
Irish $37,470 0.99 
Dutch $37,421 0.99 
French (except Basque) $36,559 0.96 
Portuguese $35,459 0.93 
Yugoslavian $34,437 0.91 


Several of these gaps are as large as the income gaps between races and sexes that at 
the centre of identity politics. 


These differences aren’ t random, either. Fulford et al. (2018) analysed data on the 
ancestry composition and GDP per capita of 1,154 US counties tracking census data for 
all the years between 1850 to 2010 to create a much more accurate measure of 
European ancestry than is normally available. Controlling for the effects of race, and 
the effect of immigrants choosing to move to economically well—off counties, Fulford 
et al. found immigrants who came from richer nations had more positive effects on 
county GDP. In the long run, it was found that a 1% increase in the GDP per capita of 
an immigrants nation of origin predicted a .3% increase in their effect on county GDP 
per capita. 


506 | Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


lable Z: County GUY per worker and country-ol-ongin GDP 


Dependent variable: Log(county GDP per worker) 


Static Dynamic 
FE with 
FE OLS FE Race FE IV-FE 
[1] I2] [3] [4] [5] [6] 

Origin GDP 0.310***  -0.172**** 0331*** 0.152*** 0319*** 0.355*** 

(ancestry weighted) (0.0431) — (0.0409) (0.0253) (0.0290) (0.0340) (0.0307) 
Decade lag 0.445*** 0.436*** 0.444*** Q442*** 

log county GDP (0.0161) (0.0163) (0.0169) (0.0163) 
Two decade lag 0.0286* 0.0270* 0.0281* — 0.0307* 

log county GDP (0.0167) (0.0160) (0.0166) (0.0161) 
Neighbor's Origin GDP 0.0104 

(one decade lag) (0.0102) 
Neighbor's log county GDP 0.0193 

(one decade lag) (0.0383) 
Division X Year FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
County group FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
Race Yes 
Long-run effect 0.310 -0.172 0.629 0.283 0.604 0.673 
Observations 16,713 16.713 14,415 14.415 14,415 13,252 
County groups 1149 1146 1146 1146 1146 
R? (within) 0.950 0.887 0.968 0.968 0.968 
I? (between) 0.113 0.472 0.486 0.446 
AB test serial corr. 6.01e-07 0.309 0.269 0.371 


'The paper further shows that the impact that immigrants from a given nation will have 
on the economy can be predicted by how long that nation has had an independent state 
and the degree to which it has a culture characterized by trust and cooperation. Once 
these variables are controlled for, the formal education of an immigrant group does not 
predict its impact on the economy. 
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WARUM. SU MOMTMERAR YO SEESE AY MIRA SEAE GREENER F EEA I EEE RII IRA OY Y 


Dependent variable: Log(County group income per worker) 


FE FE FE FE FE FE FE FE FE IV-FE 
I! 12] 13) 14} I5] 16] uu I8] 19} 110] 
Principal Component O818*** 0480*** (0573*** (596*** (586*** 
of culture (0.0645) (0.446) — (0169) — (0.198) — (0.185) 
State history 1.13900 0.6610***  0690*** 0707*** 0.506*** 
in 1500 (0.40953) (0.0988) — (0.114) (0.141) (0.143) 
Migrunt education 0.132*** 0.0126 0.0152 0.0157 0.00827 
at arrival (0.0117) (0.0256) (0.0250) (00252) (0.0324) 
Executive constraint 0.117*** 0.00134 
at arrival (0.0125) (0.0155) 
Political participation 0.0329*** 0400761 
al arrival (0.00282) (0.00588) 
Trust 2039*** 
(0.164) 
Origin GDP 0.0769 
(0.0682) 
Decade lag 0444*** 0447*** 0448*** (0453*** (0450*** (0445*** (0441*** 0440*** 0440*** 0439*** 
log county GDP (00162) (00162) (00162) (00163) (00159) (00161) (00162) (00163) (00163) (040164) 
Two decade lag 0,0302* 0.0280* 0.0308* 0.0301* 0.0297* 0.0304* (0.0292* 0.0292* 0.0294*  00316** 
log county GDP (00167) (0.0165) (0.0169) (00168) (0.0170) (0.0067) — (0.0164) (0.0163) (0.0163) (00160) 
Observations 14,415 14,415 14.415 14,415 14,415 14,415 14,415 14,415 14,415 14,398 
County groups 1146 1146 1146 1146 1146 1146 1146 1146 0.968 1146 
R? (within) 0.968 0.968 0.967 0.967 0.967 0.968 0.968 0.968 0.968 
R? (between) 0.492 0515 0.529 0.495 0.506 0.494 0.485 0.486 0.490 
AB test serial corr. 0.322 0.299 0416 0.540 0.573 0317 0.397 0.387 0.401 0.417 


So, differences between European ethnicities were real back then and they are real 
now. At the same time, it is important to realize that the popular story of certain 
groups, the Irish and Italians, for example, slowly rising up the American economic 
latter over multiple generations is largely false. 


In the time of mass European migration, it was common for immigrants to move to 
America, try it out, and if things didn’ t go well they would return home. Between 
1850 and 1913, roughly one in three American immigrants returned to their nation of 
origin. Between 1890 and 1920, 5446 of Italian immigrants returned to Italy. The 
poorer an immigrant was the more likely they were to return home. 

Abramitzsky et al. (2014) show that if you look at long staying immigrants, even in 
the early 20th century most European immigrant groups, including the Irish, Italians, 
and Russians, had above- average incomes, and this was true within the first 
generation of immigrants. 


In fact, for most European ethnicities there was little difference in income between the 
first and second generations: 
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i Second generation 


It’ s easy to make a 
4. group richer if you get 


all the poor people to leave. That is largely what America did. The story of a multi- 


generational climb to the middle class is largely untrue. 


CRIME AND LITERACY 


Turning to crime, in popular culture it is often implied that European immigrants used 
to have high crime rates similar to those of certain groups of modern immigrants. This 
is completely untrue. Moehling and Piehl (2009) show that in 1904, 1923, and 1934, 
native Whites had higher crime rates than foreign-born Whites. 


Table 3. Aggregate Commitment Rates for More Serious Offet 
the Population 18 Years and Older: White Males 1904 
and 1930 (per 100,000 population) 

Native-born Foreign 

Year Whites Whi 

1904 77 6! 

1923 79 5 

1930 140 > 

Counterfactuals 

Native-born age distribution 
1904 77 8! 
1923 79 7 
1930 140 8 
Foreign-born age distribution 
1904 62 6' 
1923 61 5. 
1930 93 5 


1930 native-born age distribution 


Breaking the data down by 
ethnicity, and correcting for 
age, some European groups 
had high rates of 
criminality, but this was 
due to minor crimes like 
public drunkenness. Group 
differences in serious crime 
rates were minuscule. 
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Table 6. Actual and Predicted Commitment Rates of the Foreign-born Population by Country of 
Origin, 1904 (per 100,000 population) 


Total Commitments Major Offenses Minor Offenses 
Country of Origin Actual Predicted Actual Predicted Actual Predicted 
Austria 329 572 72 90 257 482 
Canada 582 544 86 69 496 476 
Denmark 212 559 36 66 176 493 
England 557 514 64 58 493 455 
France 432 479 85 54 347 425 
Germany 299 501 47 52 252 449 
Hungary 383 589 62 102 321 487 
Ireland 1,508 487 60 52 1,448 435 
Italy 570 588 162 97 408 491 
Mexico 1,092 553 420 79 673 475 
Norway 226 538 34 68 192 470 
Poland 340 578 63 94 278 483 
Russia 382 584 89 98 293 485 
Scotland 729 510 72 59 657 451 
Sweden 282 562 28 73 254 489 
Switzerland 251 540 33 64 218 477 
Others 576 559 121 87 455 473 


At least, this was true for Europeans. Mexican immigrants, on the other hand, hada 
rate of major offense committing that was over 5 times that of similarly aged native 
Whites. 


It is also often implied that the groups coming from outside the British Isles were 
overwhelmingly illiterates who couldn’ t even speak English. Again, this is untrue. The 
same paper shows that 72% of Italians, 85% of Russians, and 69% of Poles spoke 
English. Literacy rates were higher than 85% in the vast majority of groups. 
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po: a rg "ora lee 1904 Male Population 18 to 49 
Country Commitment Rate, in English « 5 Years Urban 
of Origin Major Offenses Manufacturing ($) Literate (96) Speaking (%) in U.S. (96) (%) 
Mexico 5.32 8.57 58 30 31 19 
Italy 1.67 10.29 72 72 42 64 
France 1.57 12.92 97 9] 21 51 
Canada 1.25 11.11 93 97 13 44 
Scotland 1.22 15.24 100 100 10 51 
Ireland 1.15 13.01 97 100 11 71 
England 1.10 14.13 99 100 10 51 
Russia 0.91 11.01 88 85 35 77 
Germany 0.90 13.63 98 96 7 53 
Austria 0.80 12.12 87 77 3/ 52 
Poland 0.67 11.06 77 69 39 61 
Hungary 0.61 11.46 88 67 51 56 
Denmark 0.55 14.32 99 99 12 33 
Switzerland 0.52 13.96 97 97 11 42 
Norway 0.50 15.28 98 97 20 30 
Sweden 0.38 15.36 98 98 18 43 


Once again, the biggest exception to this trend was Mexico. The literacy race of 
Mexican immigrants was only 58%, and the rate at which they spoke English was 30%. 


Clearly, some assimilation between European ethnicities has taken place. The minority 
of them that didn' t speak English now do, and a few of them used to have elevated 
rates of committing minor offenses and now they don' t. But the actual assimilation 
that did take place is much lesser than what is often implied 


POLITICAL ASSIMILATION 


With respect to politics, the story is that European immigrants used to be reliable 
Democrats, but now they vote like the rest of White America does. As I documented in 
a previous post, this is not accurate. On net, many European ethnic groups don’ t 
identify as Republican. 


This chart is based on an analysis I did of GSS data that was collected between 1972 
and 2014. I also looked at how different groups reported voting in US elections 
between 1968 and 2012, finding that Irish, Italian, and Scandinavian Americans 
continued to be, at best, unreliable Republicans right up to the 2012 election when they 
all reported having voted for Obama over Romney. 
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Country of Origin % Republican — 96 Democrat Ratio N 


German 100% 24 15.8 
English 92% 28 15.6 
Scottish 92% 24 13.8 
French 75% 8 24.1 
Scandinavian 5896 12 17.5 
Italian 58% 1 15.4 
Polish 58% -2 17.9 
Irish 5096 5 16.5 


'The claim that Polish Americans are, on net, Democrats, is backed up by research done 


by Radzilokski and Stecula (2010). 
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Polonia Political Affiliation 


BRepublican B Democrat Independent ® Other 


The claim that Italian Americas are, on net, Democrats, is supposed by a 2011 Zogby 
Poll. 


Party Affiliation Among Italian Americans 


BuzzFeed did some polling in 2016 replicating the finding that the Irish identify as 
Democrats but finding that Italians ID as Republicans. It is highly plausible that this 
reflects a real change in Italian American opinion, likely brought on by Trump. 


(They also asked about who people intended to vote for, but huge numbers of people 
said they weren' t going to vote for either major party candidate, something that 
obviously didn' t happen, and so that analysis doesn' t seem to have much value.) 
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With respect to the Irish, there is some evidence that they voted for Clinton in the 
2016 election. A poll reported on by The Irish Times found that 47% of Irish 
Americans voted for Clinton and 2796 voted for Trump. The same survey found that 
41% identified as Democrats and 21% as Republicans. However, this poll was biased in 
that its respondents were disproportionally from the North East, possibly more so than 
is appropriate for a poll of Irish Americans. 

Another analysis looked at the 14 counties in which the Irish comprise at least 2596 of 
the population. Clinton won 8 of them. This means that Clinton won 5796 of Americas 
most Irish counties while she only won 15.5926 of US counties generally. 

Before, we saw that the economic impact of immigrants could be predicted based on 
the countries they came from. Analysing the 24 European ethnic groups I had data on, I 
found that their political behaviour can be likewise predicted. 


Greater intelligence, Protestantism, and economic freedom, in a groups country of 
origin all predicted greater republicanism (defined as the ratio of democrats to 
republicans). 


Pearson Correlations 


Ratio 96 Protestant Economic Freedom lQ 
Ratio — -0.456* -0.519** -0.119 
% Protestant — 0.454* 0.359 
Economic Freedom — 0.429* 
lQ — 
* p «.05, ** p « .01, *** p «.001 The 


relationship between intelligence and partisanship was weak though so it was dropped 
from the model. Protestantism and economic freedom both continued to predict 
republicanism after controlling for each other. 


Model Summary 


Model R R* Adjusted R* RMSE 
1 0.575 0.330 0.267 0.500 
ANOVA 
Model Sum of Squares dt Mean Square F p 
1 Regression 2.592 2 1.296 5.180 0.015 
Residual 5.254 21 0.250 
Total 7.846 23 
Coefficients 
Model Unstandardized Standard Error Standardized t p 
1 intercept 3.814 1.129 3.379 0.003 
Economic Freedom -0.032 0.016 -0.393 -1.960 0.063 
% Protestant -0.625 0.451 -0.278 -1.386 0.180 
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It is noteworthy that my numbers on economic freedom and Protestantism are 
contemporary, meaning that the political viewpoints of people who immigrated here 
some time ago and be predicted on the basis of what their country of origin is like now. 


CONCLUSION 


The differences between European Americans of the past are often exaggerated. The 
differences between them today are often minimized. Some assimilation has happened, 
but it has been massively overblown. Differences still exist. They are moderate in size 
and have been for a long time. These differences are predictable on the basis of the 
home country because these differences are stable. 


If Americans were conscious of these ethnic differences, they could fuel bitter ethnic 
conflict. They did in the past. We are not conscious of them, but not because they 
don' t exist. It seems plausible to me that the suppression of White racial 
consciousness has probably had an inhibiting effect on White ethnic consciousness as 
well, though that is just speculation. In any case, this is an interesting example of how 
group differences only matter if people decide to care about them, and how the 
category "White" contains a good deal of heterogeneity. 


THE FLAWS OF A MERITOCRATIC IMMIGRATION SYSTEM 


The most compelling alternative to ethnic nationalism is what we might call 

"meritocrat' or “individualist” nationalism. This is a system in which people are 
allowed to migrate to a country on a meritocratic basis. In other words, whether a 
person is allowed to come into a country is solely determined by whether they are, in 
some respect, good enough. In the real world, these meritocratic criteria usually have 
to do with occupational status, health, and income. In theoretical discussions, the idea 
of only letting immigrants in who have a certain IQ score is also often brought up. 


This proposal has many attractive qualities. The most often cited problems with 
immigration, welfare abuse, crime, political ideology, etc., could seemingly be avoided 
by only allowing certain kinds of immigrants in. Why, then, should we care about what 
ethnic or racial group an immigrant belongs to? 


Regression to the mean 

The first reason has to do with “regression to the mean” . This term refers to the 
fact that when parents are exceptional in some trait their offspring tend to be more 
average (closer to the mean) than they are. This is because exceptionality in traits is 
normally caused by a mixture of genes and environment and parents can only reliably 
pass on genes to their children. This phenomenon, known since the 19" century, is well 
studied and derivable from basic concepts in behavioural genetics. 

This has a clear and obvious implication on immigration: the children of immigrants will 
often not be as exceptional as their parents are. This means that if we, for instance, 
require that immigrants are at the 85th percentile or higher in terms of both income 
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and IQ that their offspring may end up being well less than the 85th percentile in these 
same traits. Thus, an elite 1" generation immigrant population may end up creating a 
less than elite 2" or 3 generation immigrant population. (More on this here.) 

Ethnic Diversity 

Another problem with meritocratic immigration is that it does not necessarily offset the 
problems inherent to ethnic diversity. For instance, research has shown that ethnically 
diverse groups trust each other less and get along less well with one another. Because 
of this, diverse communities tend to have lower levels of social cohesion which in turn 
make people unhappy (Last, 20162). The negative impact of ethnic diversity on trust 
has even been shown in experiments in which the participants were White and Asian 
Harvard students, meaning that this problem persists even when everyone involved is 
extremely elite (Glaeser et al., 2000). 

'The distrust and lack of social cohesion that ethnic diversity brings also causes people 
to clamour for bigger government and damages networking. This is why ethnic 
diversity predicts lowered economic growth, bigger government, and more corruption, 
even after controlling for a host of other variables (Alesina et al., 2002). 

Diversity also has a negative impact on children. While there are many successful 
mixed -race individuals, the data clearly shows that being of mixed racial ancestry is a 
risk factor for a variety of negative outcomes. 


For instance, Udry et al. (2003) looked at kids from 80 schools between grades 7 and 
12 and found that biracial kids were more likely than monoracial blacks, whites, and 
Asians, to smoke, drink, consider suicide, be in poor physical health, skip school, and 
be suspended. It also found that, compared to Asians and Whites, but not Blacks, they 
were more likely to have sex and repeat grades. These negative outcomes were found 
among mixed race children that were black/white, Asian/white, and Asian/black. 


That the children were more at risk for many negative outcomes than monoracial 
children of any group is important because it suggests that mixed race individuals are 
at a greater risk than would be predicted by the individual traits of their parents. Thus, 
mixed race children of elite immigrants may have, on average, worse life outcomes 
than both the elite immigrant group as well as a nation' s native population. 


Yet another impact of diversity concerns democratic politics. Minority groups tend to 
group together and vote monolithically relative to the countries natives. We see this in 
the United States, where Hispanics, Asians, and Blacks, all tend to vote democrat, and 
to favour government policies such as economic interventionism and hate speech laws 
which disproportionately harm White Americans and benefit minorities. 
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White American Voting in US Presidential Elections 1972-2016 


Year Republican Vote Democrat Vote Democrat Advantage 
2016 5896 3796 -2196 
2012 5996 3996 -2096 
2008 5596 4396 -1296 
2004 58% 41% -17% 
2000 54% 42% -1296 
1996 46% 43% -3% 
1992 40% 39% -1% 
1988 59% 40% -19% 
1984 64% 35% -29% 
1980 56% 36% -20% 
1976 52% 47% -5% 
1972 67% 31% -36% 
Average 56% 40% -16% 


Of course, the meritocratic nationalist can respond by saying that we can screen 
immigrants based on their political views, but, sadly, this isn’ t enough. In the United 
States, minorities who self—identify as conservative, who favour smaller government, 
and are socially conservative, still vote democrat (Last, 2016c). In politics, for 
minorities, ethnicity trumps policy. Thus, screening people based on policy 
preferences will not stop them from voting against the majority. 

The West Factor 

So far, the problems I ve discussed with meritocratic nationalism apply to all nations 
equally, but there is also a problem which applies only to the West. As detailed 
elsewhere, quantitative analyses have shown that the vast majority of scientific 
innovation in human history has come from Western nations, and Western nations have 
usually been the richest nations on the planet. In short, Western nations have been the 
most successful ones. 

Unfortunately, we don’ t know exactly why. The West does not score as high as East 
Asian nations on measures of general intelligence, nor did it start civilization as early. 
The West does score more highly on measures of individualism, and this in turn 
correlates with national wealth and innovation, but this is unlikely to explain all of the 
West’ s relative success (Last, 2016d). 

This poses a problem for meritocratic nationalism: if we allow non—Westerner’ s to 
immigrate into Western nations at a high enough rate such that they cause the West to, 
at least partially, assimilate to their culture rather than the other way around, the West 
may lose whatever features have caused it to achieve what it has, and this, in turn, 
would threaten the future progress of humanity as a whole. We cannot avoid this by 
screening immigrants because, frankly, we wouldn’ t really know what to screen them 
for. We would, for instance, not know how to screen out those high achieving Japanese 
individuals who would make the west too much like Japan, which is a fine country, but 
which has contributed very little to global progress relative to the West. As of now, the 
only way we know of to maintain the essence of Western civilization is by keeping its 
population Western. 
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Cultural Preservation 

Of course, the West is not the only culture with institutions which its inhabitants which 
to preserve. Other cultures may not have achieved as much in science or the economy, 
but it may still have traditions which its natives wish to keep simply because they feel 
like home. Such traditions can involve how people dress, the way they talk, what they 
eat, what music they listen to, people' s mannerisms, what they do for work and for 
how long they do it, what kind of god they believe in, etc. 


New cultures can be fun to explore, but after a while most people long for the society 
they grew up in. There is nothing shameful in that. Being surrounded by foreign 
customs and foreign people can feel alienating. In fact, polls show that most Americans 
today say that they feel alienated from society, and one-third of Germans say that 
they feel like strangers in their own country specifically due to Islamic immigrants 
(Culberston, 2016; Audacious Epigone, 2016). 

Conclusion 


In conclusion, there are several good reasons to think meritocratic, or individualist, 
based immigration policies will lead to less than desirable outcomes. These policies 
typically screen participants in a way that ignores the effect that their offspring will 
have on the future population given that they will regress towards averageness. They 
also ignore the problems that ethnic diversity has been shown to cause with respect to 
social cohesion, the economy, families, and politics, as well as the natural human desire 
to live in a society which feels familiar. These individualist policies are especially 
irresponsible when applied to the west which has a set of cultural traditions and 
population characteristics which have allowed it to achieve so much for humanity. 
Counter intuitive as it may seem, filling a society with individuals who, in isolation, are 
all top notch may lead to a less than top notch society. 


However, ethnically informed immigration policies can still be meritocratic. When a 
White nation chooses which immigrants to accept from other White countries, it should 
choose immigrants which will benefit the native country. 


Furthermore, a small number of non- Whites can be allowed in a White nation without 
causing the aforementioned problems. At some level of eliteness, the net benefits of 
immigrants will outweigh the costs of diversity, and their children will still be far above 
average even after regressing towards the mean. Moreover, a small number of 
minorities in a nation comprised of Whites who will self—-consciously defend their own 
interests will not threaten the character of a nation’ s culture or institutions. 
Historically, many nations, such as the United States and Britain, had significant 
minority populations while maintaining an explicitly White (or Anglo) culture which 
immigrants were made to assimilate into (to the degree that they could) and 
immigration policies aimed at ensuring that White nations kept their White 
supermajority. 


Thus, the ethnic and meritocratic nationalists can meet each other half way. White 
nations can allow the immigration of a significant number of elite Europeans and a 
much smaller number of extremely elite non- Europeans while still maintaining a low 
level of national ethnic diversity. Such immigration policies can easily satisfy a 

nation’ s need for high quality people, it is not as if there is a lack of high IQ, high 
income, people in Europe, while also satisfying the ethnic nationalists need for a sense 
of racial and cultural homogeneity. 
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POPULATIONS WITH BIG GOVERNMENT TEND TO BE HAPPIER ONLY IF THEY ARE SMART 


A new study has found that nations with bigger governments tend to have happier 
populations, but only in high IQ countries. Obydenkova and Salahodjaev 

(2017) looked at the relationship between government size, defined as government 
spending as a percentage of GDP, IQ, and national subjective well-being (SJW), as 
measured by a questionnaire administered to 3,0004 people per nation, across 147 
countries. 


They found that both IQ and government size positively correlated with national 
happiness, as did economic development (GDP per capita). Ethnic diversity, income 
inequality (GIND, and being in Africa were all found to predict lower than average 
subjective well-being. 


SWB Government size IQ Economic development GINI Ethnic diversity Africa 
SWB 1 
Govemment size 0.29* 1 
IQ 0.66* 0.22" 1 
Economic development 0.68* 0.06 0.54 1 
GINI —0,18" —024^ —040* —033* 1 
Ethnic diversity —037 —032* —0.49* —023* 0.18^ 1 
Africa —059* —0.10 — 0.66 — 0.36 028* 0.46* 1 


* Denotes significance at the 1% level. 
^ Denotes significance at the 5% level. 
© Nenntec cionificance at the 11% level 


Some might suppose that countries with larger governments only tend to be happier 
because they are wealthier, or because their populations are smarter, or because they 
tend to have less income inequality. 


Such hypotheses are conceptually reasonable, but they were all refuted by the finding 
that government size continued to predict higher national happiness even after 
controlling for IQ, GDP per capita, income inequality, ethnic diversity, and whether the 
country was in Africa. 


This on its own is an important finding in which libertarians will need to grapple with: 
populations with bigger governments tend to be happier than populations with small 
governments, even when the populations being compared are equally wealthy. 
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Intelligence, govemment size and SWB; main results 


(1) (2) (3) (4) 
Govemment size 00646* OM 00289"  00446* 
(00175) (00142) (00140) (00126) 
Q 00653^ 00655° 00206" 
(00066) (0.0066) (0.0099) 
Govemment size « Q 0.0024"  00033* 
(00011) (00010) 
Economic development 0.0249* 
(0.0039) 
GINI 0.0309* 
(0.0077) 
Ethnic diversity 0.1340 
— ar There was also a significant interaction between 
indes tanas osso ose sear government size and IQ meaning that 


(02887) (05540) (05489) (10164) 1 1 
: I na es des government size was more strongly linked to 


E ooro ossi 0457s 05979 — national well-being among high IQ 
Standard theses. . n x 
To deest mde b Mid o ki nations. Obydenkova and Salahodjaev broke this 


interaction down by looking at the correlation between government size and subjective 
well-being just in countries with above and below average IQ. 


Among high IQ nations, a significant correlation of 0.38 was found between government 
size and national happiness: 


© E 
Nd 
© 
O- 
. v . 
" . This was not the 
. case among low IQ 
F; r = T T T : 
5 10 15 20 25 30 nations. In these 
Government size as % of GDP 


countries, IQ had a 
statistically insignificant correlation of —.01 with national happiness: 
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Government size as % of GDP high IQ populations 
may be better at electing non—corrupt governments that do what they want. If this is 
true, it would make sense that a bigger government would not lead to happier people in 
low IQ nations where governments tend to be more corrupt and to act independently of 
the will of the populous. 


Another possibility, fully consistent with the one just offered, is that low IQ populations 
are more vulnerable than average to the negative effects of a welfare state. To the 
degree that variation in government spending among low IQ nations reflects variation in 
welfare spending, this study supports that narrative as well. 


Another interesting finding of this study is that economic inequality 

is POSITIVELY correlated with national happiness after controlling for government 
size, wealth, IQ, etc. This finding poses a difficulty for those, normally liberals, who 
argue that economic inequality damages national well—being independently of these 
other variables. 

Returning to IQ, it would be interesting to see what these results would look like if 
social cohesion was controlled for. Higher IQ people tend to be more trusting and pro— 
social, and tightknit communities may tend to feel better than atomized ones about 
government projects and welfare spending. 

I d also like to see this broken down by policy. My hunch is that some kinds of 
government spending, such as spending on needed public infrastructure, benefit both 
high and low IQ populations while other kinds of spending, such as on welfare, benefit 
high IQ populations far more than they do low IQ ones. 


Regardless, this paper provides yet another demonstration of the importance of 
considering a population’ s IQ when analysing government policy. 
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WHAT DIVERSE COUNTRIES REALLY LOOK LIKE 


We are often told that ethnic diversity is a strength. Given this, we should expect that 
diverse countries are, in various ways, better than homogenous ones. Let' s take a 


look at how accurate this expectation is. 


To look at this question empirically, I used data on life expectancy, life satisfaction, 
and national wealth from the 2016 World Happiness Report and data on ethnic 
diversity from Alesina et al. (2003). Conceptually, ethnic diversity is defined as the 
probability that two people randomly selected from a nation will not be of the same 
ethnic group. 

As it turns out, the more ethnically diverse a nation is the less happy its population 
tends to be. Across 129 nations, the correlation between diversity and national life 
satisfaction is —.40 which is a moderately strong negative correlation by conventional 
standards. 


Ethnic Diversity and Life Satisfaction 


Correlation = -.40 
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Ethnic Diversity 


Ethnically diverse nations also tend to be poorer. The correlation between diversity 
and national wealth across 129 is —.55 which is a strong negative correlation 


by conventional standards. 
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Ethnic Diversity 


Finally, we have health. The more diverse a nation is the lower its life expectancy 
tends to be. Across 130 nations, the correlation between diversity and life expectancy 
is —.66 which is a very strong negative correlation. (There was life expectancy data 
for one more country than there was for life satisfaction or wealth). 


Ethnic Diversity and Life Expectancy 
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Ethnic Diversity 


Diverse nations tend to be less healthy, less happy, and less wealthy, than homogenous 
ones. Of course, these are just correlations, but correlations are evidence (though not 
proof) of a causal relation. Here is a brief account of one plausible hypothesis about 
why these variables are related which has supporting evidence from various studies: 
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Experimental, longitudinal, and correlational, evidence shows that ethnic diversity 
damages how well people get along with one another. A person' s social life, in turn, is 
thought to be a key determinant of how happy they are. This may be why ethnic 
diversity negatively correlates with national life satisfaction. 

Experimental and correlational evidence also shows that group productivity is 
damaged by ethnic diversity. Correlational evidence further shows that distrust in 
others, which ethnic diversity creates, increases the degree to which people favour 
government control over the economy. These are both plausible mechanisms by which 
diversity might hamper national wealth. 


'T his decrease in national wealth could, in turn, also cause a further decrease in 
national life satisfaction. 


We don' t need to posit anything more to explain life expectancy. National poverty and 
unhappiness are not good for a person' s health, and this may explain why diversity 
negatively correlates with life expectancy. 


Advocates of diversity must argue that these correlations are in some way misleading 
and present a more compelling explanation for them than I have here in order to make 
a convincing case for allowing our nation (or your nation) to become more diverse. 


Of course, they won' t. Instead, they will try to silence rational debate with cries of 
racism. But facts don' t care if liberals call them racist, and the fact of the matter is 
that diversity looks a lot more like a national weakness than a national strength. 


RACE MIXING 


There is a great swell of people pushing the idea of mixed-race people are “more 
fit” or “stronger” or “healthier” . The language they use for this new mixed-race 
population is strangely belligerent, calling them “stronger” and “superior” . It 
seems to be a kind of mixed-race supremacism - distinct from the “folk” focus of 


racial nationalist groups - but with very little effort to find real data for their claims. 


1. OUTBREEDING AND INBREEDING DEPRESSION 
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One thing that the public knows about is “inbreeding depression” , when people too 
genetically similar breed, they are more likely to produce multiple copies of recessive 
alleles that wouldn’ t normally be expressed. 


These multiple copies tend to harmful. This is because they only get expressed in 
inbreeding situations, like cousin marriages, and so were never expressed enough in 
history to be acted upon by evolution and have the harmful ones culled by the process 
of natural selection. 


And the result is that genes that would never "pass the test of evolution" end up 
getting expressed in situations like cousin marriages. This is why dominant alleles tend 
to be more beneficial, because they had to pass the “test of evolution” , and dominant 
alleles that were harmful died off. But harmful recessive alleles can stick around, 
hanging in the background, because they rarely ever get expressed. 


Preventing inbreeding depression is the only real mechanism by which race- mixing 
COULD be beneficial in a semi- objective sense by preventing the expression of genes 
that couldn’ t pass the test of evolution. 


Another line I hear, which is weird, is that mixed-race people have all of the “best” 
genes from each race. Of course why each offspring doesn' t get the "best" genes 
from each parent regardless of race is something they don' t really think about, but of 
course this is dopey, as mitosis and recombination provides no mechanism by which 
the “best” genes could be “picked” . 


What is less known about, likely for political reasons, is outbreeding depression. 


There are multiple senses in which outbreeding depression exists. The one we are 
interested in is the breakdown of “co—adaptive gene complexes” . 


Genes in the genome interact with each other. And so which gene variants you have is 
not just an additive thing. 


For example, among Europeans, gene X might be beneficial, but among Africans, 
because of the way it interacts with some of the gene variants they have, it might be 
harmful. 


I m not claiming one effect is, on average, bigger or smaller. I’ m simply saying that 
there exists a theoretical mechanism for negative effects of excessive inbreeding and 
outbreeding. But, for reasons we can speculate, the inbreeding depression is the only 
mechanism that has made it into public awareness. 


And since there is a mechanism for both, we have to look at the evidence of real- 
world effects beyond proposed mechanisms. 


2. MIXED RACE LIFE EXPECTANCY 


HISPANICS IN THE UNITED STATES 


Now if I were going to argue for the benefits of race- mixing, I would point to the life 
expectancy of Hispanics in the United States. “Latinos” in the United States have 
a life expectancy of 82.8 years, whereas whites only have a life expectancy of 

78.9 years, blacks only 74.6, while “Asians” are at 86.5 years. 

Unfortunately I haven’ t been able to find any good studies specifically trying to find 
the life expectancy of mixed-race people. However, I did find the genetic admixtures 
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of Hispanics in several states, and I already had the life expectancies of Hispanics in 
those states: 


Life 
European Mesoamerican African Expectancy 
California 47.325 40.58 12.095 83.2 
Nevada 33.95 58.87 8.19 84.7 
Florida 71.98 19.91 8.12 83.1 
New Jersey 84.49 9.14 6.38 84.7 
Pennsylvania 82.88 0.23 17 85.3 
Virginia 63.83 21.27 14.9 88.3 


Now the data is limited, to test the race- mixing benefit hypothesis, I compared how 
big the biggest genetic component of Hispanics was in each state to their life 
expectancy. 


And as it turned out, the correlation between genetic homogeneity and life expectancy 
was 0.13. A small correlation based on only 6 data points, sure, but the onus isn’ t on 
meto “prove” there’ s no benefit to race— mixing. At first glance, it looks like 
Hispanics would be a good argument for race- mixing, but then a problem emerges 
when the more homogeneous Hispanic populations actually live longer. 


Another problem is that we don' t know the genetic propensities to longevity of pure— 
blooded Mesoamericans. Just food for thought: the mid-point between whites and 
Asians in the US is 82.7, so if there’ s no inbreeding or outbreeding depression, we 
would expect white— Asian hybrids to live on average 82.7 years. Now Hispanics have 
alot more white than Mesoamerican admixture, so the Mesoamericans would have to 
be even more genetically predisposed to longevity than the Asians, or perhaps it’ sa 
mixture of Mesoamerican genetics with Hispanics having healthier habits. 


Or perhaps there’ s no genetic effect at all, and it’ s all down to behaviour, as the long 
lives of Pennsylvania and New Jersey Hispanics suggest. 


BRAZIL 


I found one study on the life expectancies of whites, blacks and mixed people in 
Brazil. The life expectancies at birth were as follows: 

White Males: 71.1 years 

Mixed Males: 71.08 years 

Black Males: 70.11 years 


White Females: 77.54 years 
Mixed Females: 78.8 years 
Black Females: 76.32 years 


Okay, so on average mixed females live 1.26 years longer than white females. On 
average, in this study’ s sample, mixed people lived 0.72 years longer. Of course the 
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first problem is the indigenous admixture; what is the life expectancy of pure—blooded 
native Brazilians? If it’ s longer, we would expect mixed people to live longer than 
white people without any “hybrid vigour” effects - just from the effects of native 
admixture. 


The life expectancies of whites, blacks and mixed people in Brazil is beautifully 
illustrated in this picture (following page): 
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FIGURE 2—Sensitivity analysis of women for addressing missing values (a) distributed proportionally by race, (b) excluded, (c) distributed 
proportionally by low income, and (d) distributed proportionally by race while accounting for underreporting: Brazil, 2010. 


This is a fantastic graph that puts the life expectancies of each group in Brazil in its 
proper perspective. 


528|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


SCOTLAND 


strangely enough, one of the few studies on the life expectancy mixed race 
populations I have found came from Scotland. A paper published in the British Medical 
Journal looked at the life expectancies of various groups in Scotland from May 2001 to 
April 2004. In it the authors found that racially mixed people in Scotland lived shorter 
lives than any other group: 

Table 1 


Life expectancy at birth, by sex and ethnic group in Scotland 


Now on this I am an environmentalist - of 
Males course genetic equality is impossible, but I 
LM A MM don tthink much of the gap between the 
Scotland life expectancies of the English and the 
rescon Sue eer A ^ Scottish is down to genetics. Nor do I 
think the shorter lives of mixed peoples is down to genetics. It’ s just one piece of 


evidence against the idea of mixed- race hybrid vigour. 


3. MIXED IQ 


So one way to see if there is hybrid vigour is to look at IQ. IQ is one of the best 
predictors of life outcomes, and is strongly associated with subjective perceptions of 

"intelligence" and the relation between IQ and perceived intelligence increases over 
time. Some people like to cry about IQ, and even though they' re wrong there is a 
large market of people who want to dismiss IQ. 


I have two articles, here and here, which shows overwhelming intermediacy of the IQs 


of mixed-race populations. 

Of the 10 admixture studies I found, 9 showed the racially mixed group intermediate 
between the two races they were a mix of. Even the Tizard study, which showed 
blacks outperforming whites, still had mulattoes scoring in between the two groups. 1 
study from Elise Moore showed blacks outperforming mulattoes. One of the admixture 
studies was using NAEP data. 

Of 5 analyses of Latin American admixture and standardized test scores for the country 
or district within a country, 3 of which I did, all five of them showed that the more 
European a population was, the higher they scored - with the most Amerindian 
populations scoring the lowest, and the populations in between scoring, on average, in 
between. 

I also found 4 skin colour studies, and in all 4 of them people with intermediate skin 
colour had intermediate IQ. (INB4 “I stopped reading when he mentioned skin 

colour” as an excuse to dismiss data) 

I also found from Audrey Shuey’ s 1966 book “The Testing of Negro Intelligence” 6 
studies that compared blacks of at least 3 levels of African admixture. Of those 6 
studies, 4 showed intermediately African blacks scoring intermediate between the 
more African and less African, 1 showed the darker blacks scoring higher than the 
lighter blacks, and 1 had ambiguous results. 

All of this points to an overwhelming case that mixed-race people score intermediate 
between the two races they are composed of on average; that there doesn' t appear to 
be any beneficial or detrimental effect of race—- mixing on IQ beyond what you would 
expect from simple gene combination. 


4. HISPANIC CRIME 
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CITY DATA 


Unfortunately there isn' t good federal level on criminality for Hispanics. However, 
there are some cities which treat Hispanic as a separate category, and we can look at 
those numbers from Rubenstein 2016: 


Table 3. Multiples of the White Arrest Rate Chicago, 2010 


Black Hispanic Asian 
Murder 23.8 6.7 0.75 
Robbery 27.3 3.9 0.69 
Sexual Assault 10.4 49 0.23 
Aggravated Assault 10.3 3.5 0.72 
Burglary 10.8 3.1 0.24 
Larceny 4.9 1.2 0.50 
Auto Theft 19.9 45 0.77 
Narcotics 11.5 25 0.38 
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Fig. 5: Multiples of White Arrest Rate in NYC, 2014 
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Data source: NYPD, Crime and Enforcement Activity in New York City 
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Table 5. Multiples of white felony arrest rate in California, 2002 and 2013 


Homicide 2002 2013 % change Car theft 2002 2013 % change 
White 1.00 100 0.0% White 1.00 1.00 0.0% 
Black 9.78 858 -12.3% Black 5.90 3.82 -35.2% 
Hispanic 3.40 250 -26.5% Hispanic 1.98 1.50 24.4% 
Other 1.56 0.65 58.1% Other 0.75 0.39 47 9% 
Total 244 1.95 -20.3% tal 1.60 1.25 22.2% 
Forcible rape 2002 2013 % change Forgery 2002 2013 % change 
White 1.00 1.00 0.0% White 1.00 1.00 0.0% 
Black 7.58 6.36 -16.1% Black 5.03 5.40 7.5% 
Hispanic 2.68 225 -16.1% Hispanic 1.32 1.18 -10.3% 
Other 0.90 0.56 -37.6% Other 0.70 0.57 18.7% 
Total 1.97 171 -13.2% Ptal 1.31 125 5.2% 
Robbery 2002 2013 % change Arson 2002 2013 % change 
White 1.00 1.00 0.0% White 1.00 1.00 0.0% 
Black 15.88 13.39 -15.7% Black 2.05 224 9.2% 
Hispanic 2.71 1.96 27 8% Hispanic 0.80 0.74 54% 
Other 0.86 046 46 8% Other 0.53 0.27 48.5% 
Total 2.48 1.98 -20.3% Total 0.93 0.85 8.7% 
Assault 2002 2013 % change Drug offenses 2002 2013 * change 
White 1.00 100 0.0% White 1.00 1.00 0.0% 
Black 444 43 2.7% Black 447 232 48.1% 
Hispanic 1.65 1.32 19.7% Hispanic 1.23 0.97 21.2% 
Other 0.68 047 -30.0% Other 0.37 0.29 -21.3% 
Total 1.39 122 12.1% Total 1.20 0.94 21.8% 


And so the city data shows Hispanics being more violent than their racially 
homogeneous white counterparts. They are less violent than blacks, but blacks in the 
US are fairly admixed themselves, but that doesn’ t prove anything about mixed-race 
people being better anyway. 


FEDERAL INCARCERATION BY RACE 


We can also look at federal incarceration statistics 
from 2001, 2013, 2014 and 2015 and see that Hispanics are much more likely to be in 
prison than whites. 


Table 15. Number of sentenced prisoners under State or Federal jurisdiction 
per 100,000 residents, by gender, race, Hispanic origin, and age, 2000 


Number of sentenced prisoners per 100,000 residents of each group 
Males Females 
Tota? Bla His Tota” Bla 


Total 904 3,457 1220 59 34 
18-19 785 302 2,679 1,058 29 23 
20-24 2,045 7,276 2,503 83 55 
25-29 2,520 9,749 2,890 159 88 
210 125 


30-34 2,355 8690 2,740 
35-39 1,889 7,511 2,134 162 96 573 
40-44 1,316 697 4955 2,088 89 49 331 
45-54 707 428 2699 1,144 44 27 143 
55 or older 164 112 540 401 6 5 21 


Note: Based on estimates of the U.S. resident Asians, Native Hawaiians, and 
population on July 1, 2000, and adjusted for the other Pacific Islanders. 

1990 census undercount. *Excludes Hispanics. 
“Includes American Indians, Alaska Natives, 
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rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by sex, race, Hispanic origin, at 
December 31, 2012 


Total a 909 463 2841 1,158 972 49 n5 64 
18-19 228 428 148 1393 485 417 » n 35 2 
IRDLE O 


rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by sex, race, Hispanic origin, a 
December 31, 2013 


Total r3 1134 51 113 
18-19 181 » i - 42 pr " 7 3 : 
20-24 755 1,382 6 3,956 1617 1472 95 5 154 10 
25-29 1,067 1,937 954 5,730 2,289 2,062 168 140 260 7 
30-34 1,187 2183 1,104 6,746 2529 2257 180 156 27 16 
35-39 1071 1,994 1009 6,278 2301 1,951 151 133 240 13 
40-44 917 1713 938 5,244 2007 1,730 131 113 224 10 
45-49 782 1464 27 4486 1200 1,495 112 90 202 9 
50-54 567 1082 615 3,382 1382 1171 n 54 128 7 
55-59 348 679 389 2132 1016 750 36 26 n 4 
60-64 208 415 252 1,269 m 497 19 14 E] 2 
65 or older 70 153 108 406 301 206 5 4 7 

Total number of 

sentenced pri 151 1412745 — 454100 31 118,100 104,134 51,500 23,100 17, 
Note: Counts based on prisoners with sentences of more than a year under the jurisdiction of state or federal correctional officials. Imprisonment rate is the r 
prisoners under state or federal with a sentence of more than a year per 100,000 U.S. residents of corresponding sex, age, and race or Hispanic or 


population estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau for January ! of the following year. Nevada did not submit 2013 data to NPS, and Alaska did not submi 
Counts or sentence length data in 2013. See Methodology for imputation strategy. 

*includes American Indians, Alaska Natives, Asians, Native Hawaiians, Pacific Islanders, persons of two or more races, or additional racial categories in the rep 
systems. 

bExcludes persons of Hispanic or Latino orgin. 


rate of sentenced state and federal prisoners per 100,000 U.S. residents, by demographic characteristics, 
December 31, 2014 


Male Female 
Age group Tota — Allmale* White” Black? Hispanic Other? All female? White? Back? Hispanic Other® 
Total n 890 465 2724 1,091 968 65 53 109 [2] 8 
18-19 169 317 102 1072 349 542 “n 8 32 LU n 
20-24 7456 1,365 584 3,868 1521 1755 96 n 152 94 109 
25-29 1,055 1912 958 5434 2245 2022 170 150 244 165 208 
30-34 1161 2129 11 6412 2457 2,193 185 163 264 174 225 
35-39 1,067 1982 1,029 6122 2272 1878 155 138 229 137 189 
40-44 904 1,689 942 5,105 1,933 1619 132 119 213 107 174 
45-49 758 147 815 4352 1502 144 1" 90 203 94 161 
50-54 567 1081 633 3331 1,320 112 n 57 128 67 14 
55-59 358 698 400 2178 978 832 37 27 n 2 63 
60-64 212 42 252 1,265 680 483 20 15 37 25 3 
65 or older n 158 109 418 29 208 5 4 8 a n 
Number of sentenced pri 1,508636 1402404 453500 516900 308700 123300 106232 53100 — 22600 12,800 
Ree aot bed open t cr nem ha e ede on of d endi ingerto d 
prisoners under state or federal j with a sentence of more than eda d rm mem ——— ——— 
population estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau for January 1, 2015. did not submit 2014 data to the National Statistics (NPS), so totals include imputed 
counts for this state. See Methodology. 
“includes American indians and Alaska Natives; Asians, Native Hawaiians, and other Pacific Islanders; and persons of two or more races. 
Excludes persons of Hispanic or Latino origin. 
"includes persons age 17 or younger. 
Race totals are rounded to the nearest 100 to accommodate differences in data collection techniques between jurisdictions. 
Sources: Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Prisoner Statistics, 2014; Mer eri Sana mese Sov vh i rope ie v mes I 9 "d 
Inmates in State and Federal Correctional Facilities, 2004; and U.S. Census Bureau, resident estimates for January 1, 2015. 


Incarceration of course is going to be weighted by the severity of the crime - but I 
see this as a feature, not a bug. 


5. MIXED MARRIAGES 


Mixed-race couples in Canada are 2.94 times as likely to have mutual assault than 
white couples, and 2.34 times as likely as non-white couples. 
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Table 5. Relationship Between Couple's Racial Status and IPV Event Characteristics 


Interracial Couple vs. Ethnic Interracial Couple vs. 
Minority Monoracial Couple White Monoracial Couple 


IPV Event Characteristics Odds Ratios (95% CI) Odds Ratios (95% CI) 

Mutual assault 2.36 (1.73-321 *** 2.94 (2.00-4.31 rr 

Substance use 1.32 (0.99-1.75)* 0.54 (0.39-0.73)*** 

Victim injury 1.37 (1.03-1.84)* 1.73 (1.25-2.40)"* 

Arrest 1.71 (1.30-2.25)*** 2.18 (1.58-3.00)""" : 

Prior abuse 2.60 (1.89.3.59)*** 1.98 (1.38-2.82)*** Now one thing to 
Children present 0.81 (0.62-1.17)" 1.84 (1.34-2 52)*** consider 1s that in this 
p < 05. **p < 01. ***p < 001 study, the mixed 


marriages actually had 
more schooling and a higher socioeconomic status than the same- race marriages. 


In addition, according to data from the CDC, being interracial is the second highest 
thing that increases the risk of a marriage in ending in divorce, second only to one 
of the partners having an anxiety disorder: 


Criteria Increased risk of divorce 
Anxiety Disorder 35.590 
[nterracial 32.3% 
Cohabitation before marriage 29.0% 
High School Dropout 16.7% 
Low Religiosity 12.9% 


So if you want your marriage to fail, one of the best things you could do is marry 
someone of another race. 


This is just my speculation, but I imagine that this is due to xenophilic infatuation and 
lust vs. real personality similarity. Le. it! s not because you’ re truly in love with her, 
it’ s because she is a Latina and looks “exotic” or some such nonsense. 


CONCLUSION 


There doesn’ t appear to be any “hybrid vigour” from different human races mixing. 
Or if there is, it’ s offset by some “outbreeding depression” . I think this is all 
nonsense and in reality very little is going on other than the populations mixing 
producing intermediate results. 


The closest thing to evidence for hybrid vigour is Hispanics in the US; and that sample 
falls apart upon closer inspection. 


In addition to having no significant health benefits (as proxied in aggregate by life 
expectancy) or intelligence benefits, mixed marriages are more likely to fail. Maybe 
you’ re different, maybe you truly have a deep connection with your other—race 
spouse - but you ignore the general data on this at your own peril. And given how 
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probability curves work, even if you don’ t get a divorce, it’ s more likely to be in the 
"less satisfying” end of how marriages go compared to a monoracial marriage. 


There are certainly no moral or logical grounds on which race- mixing should be 
promoted; at most it should neither be promoted nor opposed. 


ON NON-WHITE REPUBLICANS 


Most non- White Americans vote for the democrat party. African Americans do so by 
the largest margins. 
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African American Voting in US Presidential Elections 197 


Year Republican Vote Democrat Vote Democrat . 
2016 896 88% 80% 
2012 6% 93% 87% 
2008 4% 95% 91% 
2004 11% 88% 77% 
2000 8% 90% 82% 
1996 12% 84% 72% 
1992 10% 83% 73% 
1988 12% 86% 74% 
1984 9% 90% 81% 
1980 —— 11% 85% 74% 
1976 16% 67% 


Hispanics consistently vote Democrat, but by lesser margins: 


Asians vote democrat by about the same margin as Hispanics, but they used to be 


Republicans: 


Hispanic American Votin 


ASlan American Votin 
Republican 


Year 


in US Presidential Elections 197 
n US Presidential Elections 197. 


Democrat Vote Democrat. 


-20168 HH  . Still, 
2018 2256 914 zin not all 
2006 204 £6 SUN non 
2008 304 63% 27% Whites 
3883 305 Boe i a 
1908 315 2246 13% 

1889 385 SEA S% 

1382 58% m E 

1984 3796 62% 25% 

1980 35% 56% 2196 7 

1976 n/a n/a n/a 

Democrats, and in this post I am going to ikea v look at 


what variables predict non- Whites being republican. Unless otherwise stated, this is 
all based on data from the General Social Survey. 


DEMOGRAPHIC VARIABLES 


At every level of education, non- Whites identify on net with the Democrats. Among 
most groups, education has a non- linear relationship with education such that 
republicanism peaks among those with either 2 or 4—year degrees. A different pattern 
is seen among Blacks, where more education decreases republicanism up until 
graduate school, at which point the probability of an African American being republican 
doubles, nearly returning the rate seen among high school dropouts. 
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-~ rsepuDiican Dy EGucational Atlainment (Excluding Independents and sra rarues ) 
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s HS Drop Out «HS  sJuniorCollege s» Bachelors Degree = Graduate Degree 


(These analyses are based on GSS data, where “Asian” is defined as answering the 
"ETHNIC" variable with any Asian country, and the other racial categories are based 
onthe “racehisp” variable.) 


We see a similar pattern, with non- Whites identifying as Democrats on net at every 
level, if we look at self-rated socio-economic class. 
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We can replicate this same basic finding once again by looking at marital status: 


„~ vepublican by Race and Marital Status 
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0.45 
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White Black Hispanic Asian Other (Inc. Asian) 
m Married & Never Married 


Religion bucks this trend, but only for Asians: 


;» swepublican Dy Keligiosity and Kace 


074 
a 0.57 
05 
0.5 047 pes 
v4 
0.34 
0.32 0.32 0.33 
0.28 
0.26 0.25 0.25 0.26 0.26 
a o 
0.15 | 
0.1 | 
n1 0.08 9 97 H 
; i 


White Black Hispanic Asian Other (Inc. Asian) 
m Very Religious = Moderatley Religious Slightly Religious = Not Religious 
'This probably is not very surprising since Hispanics and African Americans tend to be 
pretty religious in general, and they tend to be Democrats. Pew Polling has found 
similar results: 
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In their beliefs about God, nonwhite Democrats more closely resemble Republi... POLITICAL 
wan wine VEMOCrate 
SR IDEOLOGY 
calle 
cree ——————————————————»— uM Turning to 
self-rated Án emery mi vance inan political 
Lonlénddemuarad Fej GENIUS power spice: orce Unclear : 
"a ideology, 
Hispanic 
mm EECHEEEEEEÀEEEEESE o conservatives 
are NET Believe in God, higher power or spiritual force: 94 pretty split in 
terms of party ID, Asian 


and NET Believe in God, higher power or spiritual force: 9> White 


EN— Lm 


NET Believe in God, higher power or spiritual force: 78 — - Don't believe in God/ Republicans, 
and higher pesos conservative 
Blacks % who believe God/higher power is all overwhelmingly 
identify with the Democrat party. 

NET All three traits — Powerful Knowing Loving 
wnite Rep. oy sepuuncan DY romcaagpay ~» 
öl» SD 
Nonwnrite Kep. O e > 9 
66 72 (9 wi 
4d 
Nonwhite Dem. [0] e © o 
64 72 77 83 
0.BWhite Dem. Oe e [ 
- 35 38 52 


WE Republicans and ncludethose who identify with or lean toward those parties. Those who did not say whether they believe in 

God or a higher power a n 

WB ce: Survey conducte 3, 2017, among U.S. adults. 

“When Americans Say TI in God, What Do They Mean?” 

REW RESEARCH CENTE! 
White Black Hispanic Asian Other (Inc. Asian) 
= Extremely Liberal a Liberal a Slightly Liberal = Moderate 
= Slightly Conservative = Conservative = Extremely Conservative 


If we look closer, we find that economic views and views on race can take on values 
that predict Asians and sometimes Hispanics being Republican while Christian social 
Issues cannot. 


Consider the following data on wealth redistribution and party ID, first among Whites: 
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anu rary iv among vyne Americans 


8296 


EN = 
23% 
18% 
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7 - No Action 


Among Blacks, economic ideology makes little difference in party ID. 
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“Should the Government Reduce Income Differences?” and Party ID among Black Americans 
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6 7 - No Action 


Economic ideology makes a big dent in Hispanic party ID, but not enough to single— 
handedly make them Republicans. 
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"Should the Government Reduce Income Differences?" and Party ID, Hispanic Americans 
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90% 87% 
80% 79% 


70% 


60% 


50% 
40% 
30% 
21% 
20% 
13% 
10% - 
0% 


1 - Reduce 7 - No Action 
Differences 


sRepublican «Democrat 


And then there are Asians, who do flip party based on economic ideology, but by a 
lesser margin than do Whites. 


“Should the Government Reduce Income Differences?" and Party ID among Asian Americans 


80% 
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70% 67% 
60% 

50% 

40% 

30% 28% 

20% 

10% 

0% 

1- Reduce 3 7 - No Action 


Differences 


wRepublican «Democrat 


I checked this against voting, combing the years 2000 - 2012 together to get a sample 
big enough to do anything with. Here are the results for Asians (N=213) 
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“Should the Government Reduce Income Differences?” and Voting, 2000-2012 Combined, Asian Americans 
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'This 1s fairly consistent with the party ID data. Interestingly, analysing Hispanics 
(N=658) the same way implies that they actually can be made into Republicans, at 
least in terms of voting, by economic ideology. 


60% 


40% 


30% 


“Should the Government Reduce Income Differences?” and Voting, 2000-2012 Combined, Hispanic Americans 
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Now, turning to racial politics, what we see is that right views on affirmative action and 
immigration can predict a switch of party among Whites and Asians but not Hispanics 
and Blacks. 


White and Asian Americans who feel that Blacks should get no special treatment from 
the government are Republicans: 
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“Should the Government Help Blacks” and Party ID among Asian Americans 


89% 
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25% 
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“Should the Government Help Blacks” and Party ID among White Americans 


76% 


1 - Gov Help Blacks 5 - No Special Treatment 


s% Republican =% Democrat 


While the republicanism of Blacks and Hispanics is related to their views on affirmative 
action, even when they are totally against it they are still on net democrats: 


543 |Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


-.uId Ne vovernmernt neip DIACKS ang rary iv among Wack Americans 


om 91% 
H 84% 82% 
60% ] 
i a 1896 
9% 
B 2% m 
=s —— 
2 3 4 


` Help Blacks 5 - No Special Treatment 


s% Republican =% Democrat 


“Should the Government Help Blacks” and Party ID among Hispanic Americans 
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Turning to immigration, we once again see the pattern of Asians and Whites identifying 
as Republicans when they take a conservative stance and other groups failing to do so. 
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Turning to non-racial social issues, only Whites become net republicans when they 
are pro-life (based on a question asking whether abortion should be legal for any 
reason): 


Republicanism View on Abortion 
Race Pro choice Pro Life 
White 39.196 64.8% 
Asian 25.7% 41.3% 
Hispanic 25.3% 29.2% 
Black 7.1% 9.5% 


The same is true when it comes to gay marriage: 
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Republicanism by Gay Marriage Stance and Race 
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PARENTAL IDEOLOGY 


It would be interesting to look at the Party ID of the children of non- White 
republicans. Sadly, I haven' t found that data, but we can estimate it based off of how 
much regression to the mean normally takes place. The reported correlation between 
parent and offspring party ID is around .3. This might not apply to all races, but it’ s 
the best estimate I’ ve been able to find, so that’ s what I’ ll use. 

The GSS has a 7—point party ID scale. If a population’ s mean was 3, it would have 
roughly equal numbers of republicans and democrats. Above three and you' d expect 
more Republicans. Here are the means and standard deviations by group: 


Race Mean SD 

Asian 2.58 1.68 
White 3.16 1.98 
Hispanic 2.41 1.61 
Black 1.31 1.49 


And here is how the children of Republicans would be predicted to score, based ona. 
30 correlation: 


Race Parent Score Child Score 


White 5 3.7 
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Asian 5 
6 
Hispanic 5 
6 
Black 5 
6 


As can be seen, the children of White, Asian, and Hispanic Republicans would be 
predicted to be net republicans. The children of even highly partisan Black republicans 
would still be predicted to lean Democrat. 


Let' s now turn to look at each non- White race in isolation. 


ASIAN REPUBLICANS 


Before the year 2000, Asian Americans voted for the Republican party in presidential 
elections. To be specific, the margin by which they vote Democrat has increased by 80 
points since 1992. 


So, why did Asian Americans switch parties? When I first considered this question, I 
thought that the ethnic makeup of Asian Americans might have changed in a way that 
shifted them to the left. Here is how the Asian American population changed 
between 1990 and 2012: 


Ethnicity Proportion of Asian Americans, 1990 | Proportion of Asian Americans, 2012 


Chinese 24.00% 23.00% 


Filipino 21.00% 20.00% 
Indian 11.00% 18.00% 
Vietnamese 9.00% 10.00% 


Korcan 12.00% 10.00% 


Japanese 13.00% 8.00% 


In 2012, Pew Polling found the following concerning the political views of Asian 
Americas: 
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Asian Americans Lean Democratic 


% saying their party identification is... 


m Republican/Lean Rep =" Democrat/Lean Dem 


U.S. Asians 


General public 


U.S. Asian groups 
Indian 
Japanese 
Chinese 
Korean 


It is noteworthy that even today 

Vietnamese and Filipino Americans lean 

Democrat by less than the general public 
does. But none of these groups lean 

2012 Asian-American Survey. PARTY, PARTYLN. Those who < ; 

refused to lean are not shown. General public results from Republican, Ineaning that there has 

Rond quia sarvey by the Pew Research Centerforthe — parently been a shift to the left within 

PEW RESEARCH CENTER each group over the last two decades. 


Filipino 


Vietnamese 


u 


Still, if the political orientations of these 
ethnicities were stable across time then demographic change that has taken place 
among Asian Americans would have pushed their net democrat identification 18 points 
higher. So, it is plausible that around 1/4 of the difference can be attributed to 
demographic changes, especially the increase of Indian Americans. 


Another possibility is that assimilation may play a role. Pew data suggests finds that 
the proportion of Asian Americans who identify with either major party is higher in the 
second generation than the first, and the rate of Democrats relative to Republicans falls 
from 1.81 in the first generation to 1.65 in the second. 

The majority of Asian Americans are foreign—born, and most foreign-born Asian 
Americans are naturalized citizens, meaning they can vote. Since 1990, a wave of 
immigration has increased the number of Asian Americans has increased from 6.9. 
million to 20.4 million. The proportion of Asian Americans who are foreign—born 
probably increased during that time and that probably shifted Asian Americans to the 
left. 

It’ s worth pausing here and asking why it is that Asian Americans are more 
republican in the second generation. According to Pew data, foreign-born Asians are 
slightly to the right of the US public on homosexuality, but native—born Asian 
Americans are way to the left. Asian Americans are to the left of the public on 
abortion, too, and this is especially true of native—born Asians. Relative to the general 
public, Asians are also more in favour of bigger government, but this is less true 
(though still true) of native-born Asian Americans. Thus, it seems that economic 
views may be what pushed Asian Americans to the right in the second generation. This 
would be in line with data reviewed earlier showing that economic views had a larger 
effect than social views on Asian American party ID. 
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Another possible factor is education. Maybe, college turns people into Democrats, and 
more Asians have been going to college lately, and so they have been shifted to the 
left. Moreover, maybe the power of college to push people to the left has increased 
too. 


One problem with this explanation is that, as we' ve already seen, the republicanism of 
Asian Americas peaks among those with a 2—year degree. 


Still, maybe the shift leftward has been more substantial among Asians who go to 
college. So, I checked that: 


% Republican among Asian Americans by Educational Attainment and Year 
0.6 


0.5 


0.4 


0.36 
0.3 0.27 
0. 
0.1 
= 04 
0 


HS Drop Out Junior T Bachelors Degree Graduate Degree 
m 1970-1999 m 2000-2014 


N 


I have no idea how to make sense of this and assume it’ s a fluke. There has been a 
considerable shift to the right among Asian Americans with 2—year degrees and a 
moderate change to the left among those with a bachelor’ s degree, graduate degrees, 
and no high school degrees. Among those with high school degrees, there hasn' t been 
much change at all. At least, according to this data set, which is probably wrong due to 
splitting the sample into ten categories. 


Another problem with the education hypothesis is that Asian American educational 
attainment didn’ t change much in the 90s, a period which saw a significant change in 
their voting pattern. 

So, Asian Americans moved to the democrat party at a time when their educational 
attainment was relatedly stable, and there was no clear shift to the left particularly 
among Asian college students. So much for education. 


Here' s another idea: Asian Americans come from non- Christian countries, in recent 
decades the GOP has become more explicitly Christian, and this drove away Asian 
Americans. We saw some support for this already, highly religious Asian Americans 
are equally likely to identify as Republicans or Democrats. (And yes, most religious 


Asian Americans are Christians, but they have more non- Christians than other groups 
do.) 


The GSS has a question that asks participants to rate how much they like protestants 
on a scale of 1 to 100. I found that 26% of Asian Americans who gave a rating of 50 or 
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less identified as Republican. Among those who gave a rating of 51 or more, 59% 
identified as Republican. That seems like pretty good support for the hypothesis, but 
the sample size was small: only 67 Asian Americans answered all the questions 


necessary to be included in the analysis. 


Further support for this hypothesis comes from Pew data showing that Christian Asian 


Americans identify, on net, as Republicans: 


Party Identification 
Based on registered voters 
Dem/ 
Rep/ lean 
lean Rep Dem No lean N 
95 9o 95 

U.S. Asians 32 52 16-100 1,936 

Among U.S. 

Asians who are... 

Protestant 47 36 17-2100 520 
Evangelical 56 28 16-100 278 
Mainline 37 44 18-100 241 

Catholic 42 41 17-2100 430 

Buddhist 27 56 17-100 276 

Hindu 9 72 19-100 139 

Unaffiliated 21 63 16-100 423 

General public 45 49 62100 1,172 


19 


Asian-American Survey. PARTY, PARTYLN. Based on 
ered voters. General public results are from a Fe 
survey by the Pew Research Center for the People & the 


PEW RESEARCH CENTER 


religiosity of evangelical Republicans. 


This is interesting since being right wing 
on social issues doesn’ t push Asian 
Americans to the Republican side of the 
isle. Given this, Christianity is probably 
more a proxy for assimilation, and 
possibly a factor that lessens a negative 
response to the particular version 


Having light skin colour also correlates with republicanism among Asian Americans, 
but even very light skinned Asian Americans are net democrats. 


So, the following things predict an Asian American being a Republican: having 
republican parents, being a Christian, being anti—wealth redistribution, and being anti— 


affirmative action. 
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Asian Americans 
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HISPANIC REPUBLICANS 


So, a search for republican Hispanics is obviously going to start with Cubans. 


Table 1. Party Affiliation of Hispanic Voters by Ethnic or Nationality Group, July 1999 


Democratic 
Over 

Party and Status Democrats Independents Republicans Total Republicans Cub 

ubans 

Puerto Ricans 60.8 19.3 19.9 10.5 415 have 

Mexicans 394 434 172 60.5 222 bean 
Cubans 32.1 29.8 38.1 52 -60 
Dominicans 66.7 242 9.1 20 57.5 
Salvadorans 429 35.7 214 6.0 21.5 
Other SouthCentral Americans 46.7 442 9.1 10.1 376 
All Hispanics 433 37.8 18.9 100.0 244 


Source: Washington Post/Kaiser/Harvard Latino Survey, July 1999. N = 1,630; x2 = 106.7; p < 0.0001 


becoming less Republican with time: 
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2 feo à à à à à (à  D22 — 14 In fact, Pew reports that "Over half 


(5696) of Cubans ages 18 to 49 identified 

Source: Pew Research Center National Survey of Latinos, with or leaned toward the Democratic Party 
006 and 2013 compared with 39% of those 50 years and 

PEW RESEARCH CENTER older. Conversely, older Cubans tend to identify with or lean 

toward the Republican Party more than 
younger Cubans, by 44% to 23%. Even so, the share of older Cubans who are 
Republican has declined over time. In 2002, among all Cubans, some 68% who were 50 
and older said they identified with or leaned toward the Republican Party.” 


Still, the majority of Floridian Cubans voted for Trump: 


Among Latino voters in Florida, support 
ior Irump stronger among Cubans tha. 
nvrCUlbans 


æ who voted ft. 


enm qu) Trump (x) 
iUrr-Launo 45 51 
All Latinos 62 35 
Among Latirios 
Cuban 41 54 
Non-Cuban = = So, Cubans are Republicans, but might 
Latinos = not be for long. 
Source: Based on the Florida exit poll conducte Edison . Cubans are often thought to be republican 
Research for the National Election Pool, as repo y NB 
esearch for the National Election Pool, as report due to their experience with communism. 
PEW RESEARCH CENTER 


That might be true, but it isn’ t self—evidently true. 
Immigrants from other communist 
nations, including the former USSR, typically vote democrat. 


Another, not mutually exclusive, explanation is that Cubans lean republican due to their 
high levels of European admixture. There is a weak —.18 correlation between how 
White a Hispanic country is and how democrat immigrants from that country are. This 
would predict a difference in democrat advantage of 22 points if a population went from 
0% White to 100% White, suggesting that it cannot explain the majority of the 
difference between Cubans and other Latin American groups. 


Country % White Dem Advantage 
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Table 1. Percentage of Latinos 


Who Voted for Republican 
Incumbent by NumbersUSA 
Grade 

Grade Percent Support 
A 

B 
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27.2% Among Hispanic Americans, there is a 
26.5% negative correlation between skin darkness 
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However, even the lightest skinned Hispanics seem to slightly lean democrat. So 
European admixture may play an important role in Hispanic party ID, but, so far as I 
am able to tell, it alone can’ t make Hispanics republican. 


Since Hispanics who want immigration reduced by a lot are still net Democrats, it 
would be surprising if Hispanics became Republicans when they got the chance to vote 
for a pro- immigration Republican. Data bares out that this does not happen. This can 
be seen by comparing Pete Wilson of California and George Bush of Texas, two 
governors who, in the 1990s, were seen as taking opposite approaches on how the 
GOP should deal with Hispanics. Both candidates lost Hispanics by similar margins, and 
while Wilson’ s push to deny welfare to illegal immigrants seems to have pushed 
Hispanics in CA to the left, they were net Democrats before that (Monogan and 
Doctor, 2017). 

Similarly, analyses of support for congressional candidates based on their Numbers 
USA grade finds that Hispanics are no more likely to vote for Republicans when they 
are pro- immigration (Hawley, 2013). (A is very anti—immigration, F is very pro— 
immigration). 


Table 2. Percentage of Non- 
Hispanic Whites Who Voted 
for Republican Incumbent by 
NumbersUSA Grade 


Grade Percent Support 


41.696 
42.496 
38.996 


The same study found 37.1% that, as the GSS data 
would predict, White 21.2% support for Republicans 
was predicted by their immigration stance with 
anti- immigrant Source: 2006 CCES republicans receiving 
more of the White vote. 


So much for that. How about assimilation? According to Pew, US-born Hispanics lean 
Democrat by less than foreign-born Hispanics, but they are still democrats by large 
margins. When I looked at GSS data, I found the opposite pattern, but in either case, 
both groups are overwhelmingly democrat. 

Sometimes, people worry that Hispanics who assimilate well stop self—identifying as 
Hispanic. To try and get around this, I looked at party ID among those who claimed 
their ancestors came from a (non- European) Spanish country by the number of 
grandparents a person born outside the US a person claimed to have. 


Grandparents Born Abroad 
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2 3 4 
71.70% 69.20% 74.10% 
28.30% 30.80% 25.90% 
258 94 1406 


As can be seen, no column has a Republican majority. As can be seen, we find the 
same thing if we switch to self-identified Hispanics: 


Grandparents Born Abroad 


0 1 
Democrat 68.8% 62.1% 
Republican 31.2% 37.9% 
N 222 70 


2 3 4 
73.1% 55.2% 73.9% 
26.9% 44.896 26.196 
175 63 988 


So, that' s it for Hispanics. Being Cuban predicts them being republican, unless their 
young, and being economically right wing sometimes predicts them voting Republican, 


even if they do not identify as a Republican. 


BLACK REPUBLICANS 


Black people have been voting for the Democrats since 1936. 
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= Dem Black Vote for Presiden! iis worth noting that 
this is during a period 
= GOP 


in which many 

Democrats defended 
71% segregation and that 

FDR himself as 

president refused to 

back anti— 

lynching laws. In 1932, 

Blacks did not vote for 

28 FDR, who at that time 
ran on a free market 
message. So, this 
I i | i switch can plausibly be 
z i | attributed to Blacks 


being pro New Deal 


Black support for the democrat party fell in the 50s. This might be because the New 
Deal was over, or it might be because Eisenhower established a supreme court that 
banned segregation and then marched the national guard into the South to enforce this 
ruling. It might be both. Or it might be about something else entirely. 


In any case, Black support for the democrats skyrocketed in 1964. This isn’ t 
surprising since national support for democrats skyrocketed in 1964. But, unlike the 
national vote, the Black vote did not return to where it was before 1964 as the years 
moved on. 


Again, it’ s worth noting that the Republican party was not especially associated with 
racism at this time. Southern Democrats were. And sure, Goldwater opposed the civil 
rights act on libertarian grounds, but the Republican party as a whole voted for the bill 


by alarger margin than did the Democrats. The Nixon administration, which Blacks 
voted heavily against, expanded affirmative action and officials to hire non- Whites 
rather than Whites. 

In the 1970' s, the GSS asked the following question: 


Which party, the Republican or the Democratic, do you feel 

will do more to help blacks in the next few years, or do you 

think there isn't much difference between the two? 

'This question was asked to 170 Blacks. Only 3 answered with the Republican party, 
and of those three, two, or 66% of them, self- identified as Democrats. There were 45 
Black respondents who said that there wasn’ t much of a difference, and 38, or 83%, 
of them, identified as Democrats. And then there were the 122 respondents who said 
the democrat party, of which 9796 identified as Democrats. 


We also saw, above, that opposing affirmative action does not make Blacks into 
Republicans, nor does opposing welfare in general. 


We see the same thing if we look at party ID among Black Americans by their attitude 
towards school busing aimed at desegregation. (A policy which, according to the GSS, 
most Blacks favoured, and most Whites opposed.) 
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View on Desegregation Busing 


Favour Oppose 
Democrat 9096 8996 
Republican 1096 1196 
N 1314 985 


We see the same thing once again 1f we look at Black part ID by views on segregation. 


Should Whites have to right to segregate? 


Agree Strongly Agree Slightly Disagree Slightly Disagree Strongly 


Democrat 86% 85% 82% 91% 
Republican 14% 15% 19% 9% 
N 75 113 174 1267 


It is also worth noting that Nevin (2017) found that Republicans running Black 
candidates didn’ t make much of a dent in the Black vote either. 

Astonishingly, Kidd et al. (2007) studied a congressional race between a Black 
Democrat and a Black Republican and found that even Blacks who self-identified as 


Republicans only voted for the Black Republican 12.3% of the time. Views on gay 
marriage and abortion were not predictive of Black voting, and to get the probability of 
voting Republican over 50%, Kidd et al had to restrict their analysis to Blacks, in a race 
featuring a Black Republican, who self-identified as Republicans, and who self— 
identified as evangelic Christians, and who supported the Iraq war, of whom 65% voted 
Republican. 

Now, when I read this I was pretty surprised by the idea that Black Republicans would 
on net vote for Democrats. So, I went to the GSS to check, and these are small 
samples, but they do show that Black people who self ID as Republicans also report 
voting for the Democrat, on net, in 6 of 12 US presidential elections. 


Year Democrat Republican N 
2012 82% 11% 13 
2008 68% 32% 27 
2004 18% 76% 34 
2000 35% 64% 36 
1996 62% 28% 48 
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1992 49% 4296 48 
1988 2096 80% 33 
1984 30% 65% 26 
1980 78% 18% 23 
1976 69% 26% 22 
1972 36% 64% 33 
1968 47 % 53% 14 


Finally, there’ s skin colour, which has basically no relation to party ID among blacks: 
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But, as we’ ve 
already seen, 


In sum, there are no variables I know of that predict Black people becoming 
republicans. Of course, there are Black Republicans, but I have no idea why Black 
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Republicans are Republicans. 


JEWISH REPUBLICANS 


Most Jews self ID as White, but they also identify strongly as Jewish. And they are the 
oldest democrat voting bloc. Given this, I thought it was worth mentioning 
that Orthodox Jews are Republicans (shown on the following page). 


559|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


tac vovDi VUL- 


The 2017 survey by the American Jewish Committee proviges un. 
vrcanuuwri of ine 2016 presidential vote among the major vewrsr, 


„AIUD HTOVOITIGI. 


Voted for D warp 


VIUIUOX 


vunservauve 


Just vewisn 


merom Tu 


reeconsirucuonist ov 


voted for Clinton 


onnodox 


Conservative 


CONCLUSIONS 


There are a variety of variables that predict 


non-— Reform 78% Whites being republicans. 
This is especially true of Asian 
Americans and totally untrue of Blacks. 
Reconstructionist 

Economic ideology 
seems especially predictive of 
partisanship among non- Whites. 
Religious 0 20 40 60 80 100 social issues don’ t 


matter, but religion 

itself does, at least 
for Asians and Jews. 

- Right— wing views on race predict Asians 

being republican, but not Hispanics or Blacks. Due to regression to the mean, it is 


*The AJC survey did not list the "Just Jewish" voting percentage for Hillary Clinton. 


Source: AJC 2017 SURVEY OF AMERICAN JEWISH OPIN 
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probable that the children of the rare Black Republican are, on average, Democrats. 
This is not so for Hispanics and Asians. 


TAKE CONTROL OF YOUR LANGUAGE 


I capitalized the “Your” in the title. I’ m in control of My Language. 
That’ s kind of a joke, but kind of serious. 


When you call someone "left wing” , what does a third-party listener get to do? He 
gets to fill in the blanks. He gets to imagine that the person you are calling "left 

wing' has something to do with yoga, kombucha, the city of Portland, green things and 
tax—funded medicine and unemployment insurance. If the audience is particularly dim, 
they may imagine this “left wing” person is somehow in favour of free speech. 


Because "left wing” is a wildcard. The listener can imagine whatever they want with 
“left wing” because the salient features of “the left” are debated and disputed. 


If you say that you are “right wing” , now the audience gets to decide what that 
means and what you are. Of course there is a certain range, but they can decide within 
that range. Perhaps “right wing” means that you’ re for shipping jobs to the third 
world and lowering first world wages. Maybe it means you support all sorts of religious 
laws. Maybe it means you support a multiracial state with a legalized racial hierarchy. 


Maybe the person who hears “right wing” will ask for clarification, maybe they 
won t - it suptothemif youuse “right wing” . 
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Why would you do this? You would do this if you don’ t have anything to replace it 
with. And that is why you need a term for yourself. 


ALT-RIGHT, MARXISM, RANDIAN OBJECTIVISM 


This is what should have been done with “alt—right” . The words “alt—right” are 
fantastic, they catch on easily, and if they were defined from the outset, could be used 
as something people could point to and say “that? s us” without the vagueness of 
religious nonsense or lolberg economics. 


The problem is that "alt-right" was not defined. And so it became like 

“anarchism” . The term “anarchism” is of course a mess in terms of meaning - 
originally meaning the abolition of private property / the state, then to some became 
the abolition of just the state and even greater power of private property, and to some 
just the abolition of private property and a total state, and to some it’ s not about “the 
state" or “private property” but the elimination of hierarchy in any form, and these 
people reference the root words of an—archy. 


Richard Spencer, the chief populariser of the term  *alt-right' , didn’ t want to lay 
down a hard definition of it. He instead wanted to create an “idea space” . The result 
was predictable; loss of control of the term. Now  'alt-right" means anything from 
The Daily Stormer to Milo to Mike Cernovich to Sean Hannity. It has ended up like 
anarchism. There' s a very vague idea of what it might mean, but at the same time it 
could include extreme multiracial absolutists who say "Nazi a lot. 


“Alt—Right” has become anarchism. When it should have become Marxism. There 
are two real models for how to advance a set of ideas that pop into my mind: Ayn 
Rand’ s Objectivism, and Marxism. 


Don’ t misunderstand - people lie about Rand and Marx all the time. But with Rand 
and Marx, it is at least the specific doctrines of a specific person, and you can always 
point to a specific writing of Rand or Marx on whatever issues they addressed. It’ s 
always there, and the words of Karl Marx will always trump anything else on questions 
of what is or isn’ t Marxism, as with the word of Rand on Randian Objectivism. 


The “alt—right” has nothing like this they can point to. And so is in the same position 
as anarchism. 


One can question the success of these strategies, and perhaps say that "Objectivism" 
would have been more successful with more loose definitions. This is not a good way 
to look at it; yes, if “Objectivism” could be whatever you want, then all sorts of 
ideas, tagged “Objectivism” , would advance well past what Rand originally intended. 
But that doesn' t mean that the substance of what Ayn Rand meant by Objectivism 
would actually be going further. 


Marx of course had a much bigger impact. But since his ideas were awful, the impact 
was awful. I simply look at Marxism as successfully propagating. 


THEY'RE NOT "LEFTISTS" ANYWAY 


(Note: this section is all about white people who call themselves “leftists” . With 
brown people, that’ s just them being brown people. It’ s also not “leftist” , but 
there’ s not really anything you can do about it and it’ s simply their racial nationalism 
them calling it that. For brown “leftists” , just call them racial nationalists and you can 
basically use the same arguments when dealing with white “leftists” here.) 
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Take the environment. There are costs and benefits to environmental regulations. The 
people traditionally labelled “conservative” will support environmental regulation to a 
point, but then the costs are “too high” . Maybe that point is further along than what 
"liberals" would tolerate, but my guess is not; my guess is that, when an 

environmental issue (other than global warming) is explained to people, they will come 
to roughly the same conclusions. And that the “conservative” - “liberal” divide on 
environmental issues is really a function of preconceptions about what "environmental 
regulation" , in the abstract, is like. 


But these “liberals” will then throw these environmental considerations in the trash 
as soon as brown people enter the equation. Mass immigration hurts the environment, 
but it’ s more important to bring in lots of brown people than it is to help the 
environment. And so while they can imagine that they care about the environment, in 
practice, brown people come first. 


Whites who call themselves “leftists” will also claim to be against superstition and 
religion. This is true until the religion in question is Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, 
Sikhism, native American religions, or anything else brown. Then they not only cannot 
be violated, but their symbols are used on their stuff, their quotes and beliefs are 
exhumed and treated as special wisdom. Even Catholicism is given reverence when it 
is brown people practicing it. 


White “leftists” will of course say they support women’ s rights and think that the 
anti— women practices in the Islamic world are terrible. And they will tell you that 
when it comes up. But then, as soon as the "right-winger' stops bringing it up, it’ s 
dropped, and they go back to promoting the replacement of white Christians and 
atheists with brown Muslims. So while they may in theory be against the practices of 
Islam, even saying it’ s not “true Islam” , in practice, the domination of the third 
world over the first world takes priority. Third Worldism trumps women' s issues. 


And their belief in some mythical “true Islam” that doesn’ t go against the “liberal” 
ideas they have, that is a sort of idealization of brown people, a kind of worship. 
Instead of seeing them for who they really are, they invent an ideal. When an individual 
does this in a relationship, it only really harms them. But these people are dragging us 
into their fantasy, dragging us down a third world drain, and so must be stopped with 
malice. 


Another thing that you may have picked up on is that they are “feminist” and oppose 
male violence, but only among white males. Bands of black males with guns are 
revolutionary and romantic; white males with guns are backward, belligerent, and need 
to be stopped. The reality, the statistics on race and crime don' t matter. They' re not 
anti- gun, or anti- male aggression, they’ re just against white male virility and 
strength. 


Sure, the story they tell will be about "historical context' and all the oppressions. 
And sure, that is an explanation that works, but the explanation that they are just anti— 
white third worldists ALSO explains their behaviour. 


So we can take several things where so-called “leftists” and “liberals” take 
puzzling stances on issues, that seem inconsistent, but have two explanations that 
explain the inconsistency. 


Claiming to love the environment but supporting mass brown immigration: 
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* Explanation 1: the environment matters, but the lives of poor people around the 
world matter more. 


= Explanation 2: they are first and foremost third— worldists and anti— white, and 
that trumps the environment. 
Claiming to be anti-religion, but only being anti- Christian, while engaging in 
apologetics for Islam, and embracing the symbols and “wisdom” of other brown 
religions: 


* Explanation 1: Islam is really just like them, but has been distorted. While 
Christianity 1s uniquely evil, oppressive and violent. 


* Explanation 2: they like brown people religions because they’ re practiced by 
brown people. They hate Christianity because it’ s associated with white 
people, unless it’ s brown Hispanic Catholics, then it’ s okay. 

Claiming to be anti—gun, but supporting armed bands of black males while opposing 
armed bands of white males: 


= Explanation 1: bands of white males are actually more dangerous (false) and/or 
the blacks are revolutionaries against historical oppression 


= Explanation 2: these people never advocate the use of guns for their own 
political action, and really just oppose white armament and white strength and 
power, while promoting black power 
Claiming poor whites are still the beneficiaries of “white privilege” and just failed in 
spite of it, and wealthier blacks deserve more affirmative action than poor whites 


= Explanation 1: there really is a deep, omnipresent but undetectable mist of 
“white privilege" that even whites born into piss- poor families that are 
endlessly shat on by comedians and given no help from government and very 
little from charity or the array of programs designed to help the “poor” , or 
government and firm diversity quotas and school affirmative action, still 
somehow benefit from it. 


* Explanation 2: they really just fucking hate most white people, and aren’ t all 
that hot on “their own” “liberal” whites, and promote brown people, 
championing all of their causes and grievances. 

It can be really complicated to try and figure out these things if you take what the 
“liberal” white tells you at face value. It’ s a mess. But once you realize that it’ s all 
about race, and that they are on the side of the third world, it all just flows together. 


TAKE CONTROL 

No need for hours of complicated theory or explanations of all of these seeming 
contradictions; they’ re not "liberals" or “leftists” or any of that crap. They are 
third worldists. They may have this or that belief about the environment or about 
women or about guns, but when push comes to shove, the domination of the third world 
over the first trumps all of that. They have even gone so far as to say that if you are 
white you literally cannot deny any grievance that any other group has against you. 
They conflate third world genetics with third world beliefs: opposition to free speech 
(the invention of “hate speech” to that end and soon they will move to outlaw “fake 
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news' ), extremely authoritarian views of knowledge where you must have XYZ funny 
hat or nothing you say is true, and all grievances are to be believed. 


They also conflate first world genetics with first world beliefs, saying that free speech, 
anti—authoritarian and argument—based views of knowledge, and avoidance of 
grievance politics (sometimes unwisely called "identity politics" ) are quintessentially 
white. Some of the dumber “leftists” will even say that facts and evidence are a 
white male construct, that they wield to dominate other groups. Oddly enough, they' re 
kind of right, but not in the way they think. 


The social pressure within their groups is totally about race. LGBTQ is easy to mock 
because it lacks social currency, and within their groups you can get away with some 
scepticism of gender—sex weirdness. You can even argue against environmentalism in 
specific instances. But you can’ t get away with any doubt about black grievance. That 
is the nerve, the centre. You cannot say, “hey, we have X values. Muslims, by and 
large, don’ t share these values. Let’ s keep them out so we can preserve X values” . 
Or even “you know, white Christians are actually really nice” will, while not resulting 
in excommunication, will get some blowback. 


They are third worldists. It is an appropriate way to describe them. Don’ t let them 
call themselves “leftists” or try to say they support anything other than the 
replacement of Europe - warts and all - with Africa - warts and all. 


Anything else is just dancing around in a world of forms. If they start floating off into 
the world of forms about all the neat little policies they think they support (lolbergs 
will do this too), bring them back by asking them about WHO supports these ideas and 
what are their stances on immigration? What is Colombia like? What is Egypt and 
Algeria like? What is Niger and Congo like? If they bring up LGBTQ or freedom from 
religious indoctrination, ask them about what those things are like in Africa, India and 
the Arab world and what their stance is on immigration from those places. Bring it all 
BACK TO REALITY. 


If they say they oppose mass immigration, ask them why that isn’ t more salient? Why 
isn’ t that the primary issue they have? Because while sure, you can value various 
things, if your politics are run by Africans and Arabs, none of that’ s going to happen, 
and never will happen. So the first priority, if you value anything nice even by old— 
school “leftist” standards, is to keep the third world OUT of the kind of European 
countries where these nice things have any chance of happening. 

Take control of the argument, and it starts by taking control of your language. If they 
support open borders, or effectively open—borders, then that is the first and the last of 
what they are. Everything else they say they support becomes a little sentiment they 
personally have which is subjugated to the will of the brown horde. 


Call them THIRD WORLDISTS. This won’ t free you from arguing about all the things 
(slavery, segregation, colonialism, race and IQ and first—world traits and their 
heritability), but it will at least focus the arguments on what’ s actually happening. And 
it will polarize the “discussion” to being about race, and put the centrality of race in 
everything they think on full-display, and anyone watching will see that it’ s all about 
race, and it’ s all about hating whites. 


Also you should call yourself a First Worldist, if that is indeed what you are. If not, I 
would highly recommend you not call yourself "right wing” or any other label that 
you don' t have control over. 
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THE EUROPEAN REVOLUTION 


There is something I want to share with “fellow Europeans” , and it is something hard 
to describe. It is to, in a moment, "feel' the past. How can I convey this? How can I 
show this? 


Around 7700 BC, white skin had “reached fixation” , or the highest prevalence in 
the genome until today or some later decline, in modern-day Sweden. Sometime 
around 3500 BC, white skin reached fixation in the rest of Europe. 
I don’ t say this because white skin is super- important (though melanin is a hormone 
and its absence will have causal effects on behaviour), but just to give an idea of how 
quickly a genetically based trait can spread. The late Henry Harpending in his book 
“The 10,000 Year Explosion” explains introgression, whereby the genes of a 
different population can enter another population, and then those genes get selected 
upon, the result being that a trait could spread through the population faster than you 
would expect from traditional natural selection. 


For example, a mutation that increases fitness by 10%, if it came into existence ina 
single person, would come to dominate a population of 149,000 people in about 125 
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generations. If each generation is 25 years, this would be 3,125 years. And that’ s 
assuming the mutation only happens in one place. If the mutation for light skin or 
ability to drink milk into adulthood independently crops in 10 places, and has a 10% 
reproductive advantage, then it would “fix” (reach nearly 100% prevalence) in a 
population of 1.49 million in 3,125 years. If it independently pops up 100 times, 14.9 
million. 


And since most people at the time successfully had between 1 and 3 children, factoring 
in the number who had zero, a 10% increase in reproductive fitness wouldn’ t be 
noticed. If people who could tolerate lactose had 2.1 kids on average versus 1.9 for 
those who didn’ t, what would this look like in practice? Well, in 10 households with 
lactase persistence, 9 would have two children, and 1 household would have three. In 
10 households that did not have adult lactose tolerance, they would have 9 with two 
children, and 1 household would only have one. Nobody who wasn' t keeping records 
and looking for these kinds of correlations would even notice. 


But the important takeaway is that evolution happens fast - or at least the “small” 


things such as the range of cognitive differences between what are considered 
functional humans. 


THE COLLAPSE IN HOMICIDE 


From 1300 to 1900, there was a collapse in homicide rates in most European 
countries. 


In 2003, Manuel Eisner did amazing work estimating the homicide rates in historical 
homicide rates in England, Belgium & Holland, Scandinavia, Germany & Switzerland, 
and Italy: 

Historical Homicide Rate in England (Eisner 2003) 


Historical Homicide Rate in 


© Local Estimates —#— Kent Series —— National Data 
Fic. 3.—England: local estimates and national series. Source: History of Homicide 


Database; see text for details. 
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O Local Estimates --& - - Amsterdam Series 
— — National Series: Netherlands National Series: Belgium 


Historical Homicide Rate 
Fic. 4.—Netherlands and Belgium: local estimates and national series. Source: His- in Scandinavia 
tory of Homicide Database; see text for details. 


u.1 
1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 1900 2000 ] : 2. 
Historical Homicide Rate 


in O Local Estimates —#— Stockholm Series — National Data Italy 


Fic. 5.—Scandinavia: local estimates and national series for Sweden. Source: History 
of Homicide Database; see text for details. 
oO 


U.1 
1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 1900 ZUUJ) 
O LocalEsimalke  --*--Rome Series Natonal Series Historical Homicide Rate 


IN Fia. 6.—Italy: local estimates and national series. Source: History of Homicide Das. €r many and Switzerland 


base; see text for details. 
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Remember these are all 


1200 1300 1400 1500 1600 1700 1800 1900 2% logarithmic scales, and so 
© LocalEstimates ------ National Data: Prussia/Germary — —— National Data: Switzerland the decline in from each 
y-axis intervalis 10 times 


Fie. 7.—Germany and Switzerland: local estimates and national series. Source: His- 
tory of Homicide Database; see text for details. 


Historical Homicide Rates in the 5 Regions 


decline. 


ravun ao srumevewe UC) ere jeve BimrUpoUre rege- 
Period England Netherlands Scandinavia Germanyand Italy 
774 Belgium Swizciland 
13th and 14th c. 23 47 - 37 (56) 
ryw t. - ED 40 34 (75) . 
LUU C. "RU Z2 Z1 11 47 Eisner 
1 4u1 C. First NAI 6.2 (6.0) 24 11 ws, also 
occona nair 4.5 9.2 12 (2.4) 
LOUN C. First NAI zu ri z.d (Z.9) uz) 
>econa nalr 1.4 4.1 U,7 5.5 5 
1,5UU—Z4 1.5 1,5 1,0 35.2 15 
13Z9—DU L7 - 1,4 4.1 15 
152U—/4 1,6 0,9 L2 2.0 12 
1875-99 1,3 1,5 U,9 Zu 3j2 
190U—24 0,8 L7 0,8 2,0 39 
1925—49 0,8 53 0,6 1,4 2,6 
1950-74 0,7 0,6 0,6 0,9 213 
1975-94 1,2 £2 1,2 IZ 1,7 


Data are arithmetic means of all available estimates for a given period and region. Figures in brackets are 


particularly unreliable because they are based on less than five estimates. Figures in italics are based on national 
statistics. . . 
combined all of this data here: 
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— National Series: Europe 
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Bogoyavlenskiy et. 
found some historical homicide data 
for Russia from 1880 on: 


alalso 
0.1 


Am i 


Bogoyavienskiy Series === e Rosstat Series 
1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000 2020 


Figure 3. Homicides and attempted homicides per 100,000 in Russia: 1875-2009 
Source: Bogoyavlenskiy (2001); Rosstat (201 1). During the 


mid— 1980s-early 1990s, Russia appears to have 
had a spike up to medieval levels of homicide. More recent data shows Russia with a 


homicide rate of around 9.5, which is probably about as high as England in 1450. 
Gregory Clark, in A Farewell to Alms, also shows the proportion of noble males who 


died violent deaths declined over this period: 


Keep in mind the lower life expediencies than today, only reaching 62.7 years for 
males around 1805. This means that to some extent, the higher homicide rates in the 
middle ages are merely a function of a higher proportion of the population being at 
peak homicide years. 
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By | ] comparison, blacks in the United States are 
1aDIC 0O.Z CEPR Ol Lgs fu as Se es only 
INCI Male life Male life cracls. 
about 7.5 times ( more 
..placement expectancy expectancy of death... 
likely to : 
rcriod rate at birth at 20 IOM ViOluaun 
199U-1479 — 24.0 Z1./ C 
480—1679 1.04 27.0 26.3 TE aa 
1480-16 A - Den homicide 
1680-1729 0.80 33.0 30.0 P 
1/30-1//9 1.51 44.8 39.9 3 whites 
1780-1829 1.52 47.8 42.7 4 are. This 
l = puts 
Source: Hollingsworth, 1965, 8—11. the stereotype that the Romans 


Note: Hollingsworth considers only legitimate children, but he argues that illegitimate children had 
were few, less than 10 percent of these totals. of the violent 
“barbarian” in a new context. And of course the Viking Age, according to 
Wikipedia, is said to have been from around 775 to 1050. 
My interest here is not so much in the homicides for their own sake. It is about the 
kind of people they were. The fact that there were 10 times as many murderers in 
England than among similarly - aged white males in England today is not, on its own, all 
that interesting. 


What IS interesting is that you probably also had 10 times the amount of behaviour, in 
the whole population, that is associated with murderousness today. 


Based on state—level racial ratios on homicide data, UNDOC' sestimate of the US 
homicide rate, and the presumption that the US in 2013 is 62% non-Hispanic white, 
14% black and 16% Hispanic, we get an estimated homicide rate of 1.87 per 100k for 
US Whites, 14.08 for US Blacks, and 4.77 for US Hispanics. US Whites then are about 
1.5 times more violent than Western Europeans. This is small enough that it could 
easily be “cultural” , but it could also be that the kind of people who emigrated places 
like the United States were on average more violent than the Europeans who stayed 
behind. 

This would make US Whites about 1.5 times more violent than modern Western 
Europeans, but also suggests that Europeans in 1250 AD were more violent than US 
Blacks are today; in fact probably 3 times as violent. 


If this seems radical, consider the use of public executions, in which members of the 
crowd would chop off limbs to keep as souvenirs. 


A GENETIC ARGUMENT 


Shifts in homicide can be explained with “environment” or “culture” or changes in 
law. For example, the spike in homicide in Russia following the end of the USSR was 
not a result of a rapid change in Russian genetics. 


But when we consider a change from 1250 to 1750, that' s 500 years, or 20 
generations of 25 years each. And when we see either a gradual, or a series of 
stepwise changes over that time, then a genetic explanation becomes plausible. 
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There are two mechanisms by which this change could have come about. The first is 
the war on murder, and the second is the downward social regression of the elite. 


DOWNWARD SOCIAL REGRESSION 
From 1250 to 1800, the top 35.4% of the population by wealth or other status 
indicators of status had 32.9% more offspring than the bottom 65% did within “Europe 
and North America" , according to a paper by Vegard Skirbekk in 2008: 

Fertility by Social Status in Europe and North America (Skirbekk 2008) 


- And so what this means is that, assuming these numbers are roughly 
accurate, the top 35.4% of the population produced 42.16% of the next 
5 generation. And so in ten generations, the bottom 64.6% 
=| n is was effectively 
replaced by the 
» i x o 9*** top 35.4%. 
gp °? we assume a 
á generation 
B o time of 25 
years, there 
were 22 
= veo x^» 1 generations 
; "too * &' * from 1250 to 
I I I 1 I I [ f 1800, and 
sothe 1999 1400 1500 io T 1700 1800 1900 2000 top 35.4% 
iie "replaced' the 
bottom 2.3 9595 CI —— —— — All times. Of course 
in reality it Education Income, Wealth | wouldn' t have 
happened Occupation, Social Class exactly like this, 
as there' s no rule 


saying that certain genotypes were necessarily wiped out, just that they kept getting 
mixed in with constant waves of downwardly mobile offspring from the “upper 

class” . 

So how much of a genetic effect would this have had? Well, that would depend on how 
much the top 35.4% and bottom 64.6% of the population differed in genetic ways. 


In A Farewell to Alms, Gregory Clark actually documented this playing out in Suffolk 
County, England: 
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Another factor that would Share of Share of 
reduce violent iviales in first Male second 
behaviour and, first generation aduit gencraue, more 
Assets generation (Yo) children (70) 
0 (no will) 2,204 61.0 (2,125) 49.8 
U-1U 140 29 155 34 
35UU—999 116 $a 22U 5.2 
1,0004 168 4.7 338 7.9 
All 3,613 100 4,266 100 
Source: Clark and Hamilton, 2006. important and 


Note: The number in parentheses in column 4 is an estimate from the observed reproductive 
success of the highest and lowest group of those who made wills in the archdcaconry courts. 


interestingly, the other traits that go along with a violent personality - is that from 
around 1000 AD to around 1750 AD, countries in Catholic Europe had very draconian 
punishments against criminality. 


What Henry Harpending and Peter Frost argued in their paper Western Europe, State 
Formation, and Genetic Pacification was that from around 1000 AD to 1750 AD, about 
1.596 of the male population was executed for some sort of crime, either by court of by 
mob. Over 30 generations, this adds up to 45% of the males, or just 22.5% of the 
population. But the effect on whatever genotypic correlates with criminality will be 
greater than this. 

'This is an important point. It is not merely that those criminal individuals got removed. 
It is that their genes got removed out of the collective genetic tumbler. And so it is not 
merely that a few bad apples got removed each generation, but that those genes then 
couldn’ t spread throughout THE REST OF THE POPULATION. Each criminal can 
thus be seen as vessel in which a cluster of more criminal genes. And so when 
executed, those genes got removed throughout. 


And each generation, there would be fewer and fewer hard criminals popping into 
existence, because there are fewer criminal genes within the whole of the population, 
and so less and less likely that an individual will get a “criminal draw” from the 
tumbler. 


'The reduction in the number of true criminals may interest some people, but I find that 
rather trivial and boring. What is interesting to think about is what traits a lower 
percentage of “criminal genes” among Western Europeans produces in a typical 
person. They' re not going to kill you, but they may be more willing to get in a fight, 
they may be more likely to get drunk, and they' re probably not very abstract thinkers 
or very entrepreneurial, or intellectually ^ oriented. 


So conceptually, removing 0.75%% of the population each generation for 30 
generations could remove something like 50% of the “criminal genes” , since you’ re 
removing the most concentrated clusters of those genes each generation, not just the 
equivalent of the top 22.596 of a single generation. 
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We also don’ t know how heritable homicide was in the middle ages. Arguments for it 
being very low could have to do with there being more variation in education levels 
(literacy vs. illiteracy), the developmental effects of undernutrition, famine and 
disease. 


There’ s also the argument that around 80% of the population had the same job - 
farmer - and the same education level - none - and the same parental 
socioeconomic status - peasant. And that the middle ages actually serve as a 
controlled environment experiment, and since everyone lived in the same crappy 
environment, any differences between individuals would be a function of genetic 
differences. 


We know that the heritability of aggressiveness in the modern world is about 0.4. 
Given that we can speculate reasons for the heritability of variance in homicide in the 
middle ages being higher or lower than the modern figure, 0.4 seems to be the best 
starting assumption. 


But for those who wish to say that variance in criminality in the middle ages must have 
been overwhelmingly due to environment - remember that it was still overwhelmingly 
males being executed for crimes, just as it is today. And we at least know that THAT 
gap is a function of genetic differences, perhaps made larger with societal expectation. 
The female executions happened, but they were few enough to ignore. 


THE EUROPEAN REVOLUTION 


Something that I think is difficult for the modern person to comprehend is just how 
regimented and proscribed ancient economies were. Take “the market” for example. 
For you it’ s an abstract thing, but in medieval Europe - or anywhere - it referred to 
specific locations where all major exchange was regulated. 


For example, the price of grain may be allowed to be haggled, up to a point where the 
laws of a particular market may disallow selling at too high or too low a price. To sell 
manufactured goods, you had to be licensed, and while the gilds didn’ t always have 
legal monopolies - it was kind of irrelevant. Because let’ s say you wanted to start a 
shoe—making business; well, first you would have to set up your practice with all of 
those costs, and all of your manufacturing techniques would have to be the same as the 
current gild in order to be a licensed seller at a particular market. 


And then, after all of that, you would have access to one of the 800 markets in 
England, each of which served about 10,000 people. 


If one wished to sell at a different market, they may have to pay a toll or tariff. The 
market was an institution, with its own market court, prison and could even carry out 
executions. 


In such an environment, what does “starting a business” even mean? How would you 
geta “loan” ? 


There’ s no real way to “make it big” in producing stuff. At most you could become 
a tradesman, but it was far easier to try to get an apprenticeship into a gild than to 
start a new business. As in, starting a new business would be basically impossible, 
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something almost never done, to the point where it wouldn' t even enter the minds of 
anyone to do so. 


The European revolution went like this: 


1. (1000 AD - 1500 AD) INCREASED YIELD IN AGRICULTURE RESULTING 
FROM THE PRIVATIZATION OF COMMON AND THE CREATION OF 
CAPITALIST FARMS ALLOWED FOR MORE PEOPLE TO LIVE IN CITIES 
AROUND 1600. THERE WEREN' T FACTORIES AT THIS POINT, BUT A 
HIGHER PROPORTION OF PEOPLE ABLE TO BE SOMETHING OTHER THAN A 
FARMER. 

2. (1500 AD - 1700 AD) FIRMS GET BIGGER AND START SELLING BEYOND 
THEIR LOCAL MARKET. THEY ARE AIDED BY GOVERNMENT SPENDING ON 
CANALS AND TURNPIKES. THIS GOVERNMENT SPENDING IS MADE POSSIBLE 
BY THE INCREASED TAX REVENUE FROM THE NEW TRADESMEN, WHO 
EXIST BECAUSE FARMING IS NOW MORE PRODUCTIVE. THIS IS COMMONLY 
REFERRED TO AS THE “MERCHANTILIST ERA" OR THE “COLONIAL ERA”. 
3. (1700 AD - 1880 AD A “COMMON MARKET” IS FORMED IN ENGLAND, 
THE OLD LOCAL MARKETS BECOME OBSOLETE AND ARE RETIRED OR 
SIMPLY BECOME PART OF A UNIFORM TRADE LAW EMANA TING FROM 
LONDON. THIS MAKES MASS PRODUCTION PROFITABLE, LE. FACTORIES, 
BECAUSE NOW THE “MARKET” YOU ARE SELLING TO IS THE WHOLE OF 
ENGLAND, NOT 10,000 PEOPLE, OF WHOM PERHAPS ONLY 1,000 NEED NEW 
SHOES EVERY YEAR. FACTORIES ARE WATER—-POWEKRKED. THIS IS “EARLY 
INDUSTRIALIZA TION" . 

4. (1880 AD ON) THE STEAM ENGINE BECOMES ECONOMICAL, WHICH IS 
THEN USED TO MAKE FARMING EVEN MORE EFFICIENT, WHICH THEN 
FREES UP MORE LABOR FOR FACTORIES, WHICH ARE ALSO MADE MORE 
ECONOMICAL AS THEY NO LONGER HAVE TO RELY ON WATER-POWER - 
AND AT THAT POINT YOU HAVE ENTERED THE WORLD OF "THE 
ECONOMY” AS WE KNOW IT TODAY. 

These changes occurred over the same years that the war on murder and the 
downward social regression was happening. Where the bottom two-thirds was being 
genetically replaced by the upper- third, and the equivalent of the most violent 22.5% 
of the population was removed from the gene pool. 


The people in Western Europe in 1525 were a completely different genetic stock from 
the people there in 1250. And the people in 1800 were also a totally different stock 
from those in 1525. 


And so the commoner of 1525 was the elite of 1250, and the commoner of 1800 was 
the elite of 1525. 


What then was the commoner of 1250? He was something radically different from the 
modern European. He was a serf and a perpetrator of the traditional "feudal" 
economy that existed, with minor variation, around the whole planet. 


The conclusion just pops out at you: The Industrial Revolution, product of the 
Agricultural Revolution, were both a product of the European Revolution. A genetic 
change that involved the indirect genocide and replacement of the majority of the 
Western European population at least twice, possibly three times. And this process 
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probably occurred in Eastern Europe and Russia as well, though apparently to a lesser 
extent. 


FIRST WORLDISM 


This is why the “first world” as you know it is entirely a function of the European 
genetic changes that created a New European, which, without any outside help, 
destroyed serfdom and the traditional economy and created the modern world, modern 
government, and a generalized *economy' as we know it. 


Other peoples - the Oriental Caucasians, Indians, East Asians - only broke out of 
serfdom and the traditional economy when the Europeans either did it for them, or, as 
in the case of Japan, witnessed Europe and rapidly emulated the final outcomes of the 
agricultural and industrial revolution. 


And when you can “see this” , it’ s an amazing feeling that I don’ t know how to 
convey with words. In an instant, you can see people, a hop skip and a jump removed 
from the stone age, with burlap clothes, farming in a way not dissimilar from caveman, 
with modest changes in their clothing - and to see, every piece of “technology” is 
understandable within perhaps 10 minutes of explanation. And world where all of the 
technology could, in perhaps a week or so, be understood by a single person. 


And the “elite” of 1250 being like “chavs” or “trailer trash” or “traq soot” 
Slavs that you know today, and the lower classes being so casually crude, and casually 
violent in a surprising way. To see them go about their daily lives, and then when they 
catch a criminal, mutilate him, or, just for the fun of it, throw a bunch of cats onto a 
bonfire, and then go back to weeding their wheat fields. Then in 1500, seeing those 
chavs and “trailer trash” , once the elite, now just the average person, and the elite 
being like the average white guys of today - what we think of as normal aggression, 
normal levels of abstract thinking. 


Then in 1750, white people who are like today, with the elite being of similar 
demeanour and intellectual leanings of doctors and corporate managers of today. And 
to see that iron forged by hand into new shapes and moulds, and then into the parts of 
a primitive steam engine, and then hand- building a steam engine with a better design, 
the blacksmith changing in character over the centuries from someone unrecognizably 
brutish and prone to fights to someone like you and me as the complexity of what he 
makes increases. And then the blacksmith turns into an iron workshop, and then that 
building gets bigger and the blast furnaces grow larger, requiring steam engines and 
5—man crews to move them. 


It’ s like I can feel this material creation, as if crafting and screwing and gluing the 
wood and iron and cloth together myself, and I know the people in each phase of 
genetic development. I can hear an old hag cursing in some indecipherable precursor to 
modern English; a dashing young blonde-haired man who doesn’ t look like the 
criminal sort at all, who then robs you, and later rapes a woman. Women who smile 
courteously at you, but then stuff their bags full of produce and sneak out; who mock 
the boys who can’ t fight and are attracted to only the most physical and dominating 
men. People who are European in appearance, but then behave like::: well: do I need 
to say it? As if an alien race entered their bodies. But no, that’ s them! That’ s who 
the Romans called Barbarians, the blonde brutes, until the genetically pacified 
Romans were overrun by the Barbarians. 
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The modern world as we know it came from this genetic change in Western Europe, 
most concentrated in England. This is where the modern world, “the first world” , 
started to come into existence. 


Which is why First Worldism means not mere “white nationalism” , but also the 
mentality of the New European. Which is to say free speech, private property, and 
consistent law free from clannish sentimentalism, and the genetic foundation needed to 
sustain those things over time. And it’ s proud, because there is much to be proud of! 
If anyone should have racial pride, it is Europeans, the more northern and western the 
more so. 


And when you understand what this thing is we call “modern civilization” , the totally 
new and revolutionary conception of property, of law, and of life itself that preceded it, 
the hidebound traditional economies it replaced, and the genetic changes in Europe 
from which it came - then you have a visceral understanding, in an instant, a holisis, 
of how this is absolutely it. This is the one thing that needs preserving above anything 
else. 


CIVILIZATION: POWERED BY THE WEST, THREATENED BY THE REST 


'This article will consist of three parts. In the first, we will look at how regions and 
populations have varied in their technological, economic, and scientific advancement 
going from the ancient world to the present. Then I will review research showing that 
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modern national wealth can be predicted based on how advanced a society was long 
before the industrial revolution or even recorded history. Finally, I will draw out some 
important implications that this research has on immigration and history. 


Technology and Science 

First, let’ s look at how technologically advanced various groups have been throughout 
human history. One way of measuring technological advancement is by creating a list 
of goods and abilities the possession of which signals being on the cutting edge of 
technology for a given time period and then counting how many of these items a given 
society has. 


This is the approach taken by Comin, Easterly, and Gong (2010) who constructed the 
following basket of goods by which to judge civilization’ s technological progress 
between 1000 BC and 0 AD: 


IABLE 2—UODING CONCORDANCE BETWEEN “ALE AND THE IECHNOLOGY ADOPTION DATASET 
"ACE" dataset Technology dataset for 1000 BC and 0 AD* 
Writing and records Communication 
1 = None 
2 = Mnemonic or nonwritten records 0,1 
3 = True writing 0,1 
Technological specialization Industry 
] = None 
2 = Pottery 
3 = Metalwork (alloys, forging, casting) 
Land transport Transportation 
| = Human only 
2 = Pack or draft animals 0.1 
3 = Vehicles 0.1 
Agriculture Agriculture 
1 = None 0 
2 = 10 percent or more, but secondary l 
3 = Primary 2 
Military Military 
| = Stone tools . 
2 = Bronze tools Bronze weapons: 0, 1 And this 
3 — fron tools Iron weapons: 0, 1 was the 
* 0 = indicates absence of technology, | = presence of technology. basket of 


goods used for 1500 AD (following page): 
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Variable 
Milizarv 
Standing army 
Cavalry 
Firearms 
Muskets 


Field arullery 


Wartare capaitle ships 
Heavy naval guns 


Shaps (+150 guns), +1500 tom 
deadweight 

Agriculture 

Henting and gathering 

Pastoralism 

Hand cultivation 

Ploegh cultivation 


Transportation 
Ships capable of crossing the 
Atlantic Ocean 


Ships capable of crossing the 
Paci: Ocean 

Shaps capable of reaching the 
Indian Ocean 

Wheel 


Magnetic compass 
Horse powered vehicles 


Tame 3—Vaasam.rs bx rix 1500 AD Dataset 


Description 


An organization of professional soldiers, 

The ese of soldiers mounted on horseback. 

Ganpowder-based weapons. 

The seccessor to the harquebes (the common firearm of Europea 
armies) was larger and à muzzic-loading &rearm. 


Large guns that required a team o£ soldiers to operate. lt had a 
larger caliber and greases range than small arms weapons, 


Shaps that were used in battle are considered “wartare™ capable. 


Shaps required significant advances in hull technology before the 
were capable of carrying heavy gums. 


Large warshaps that only state Navies had the capability of 
building. 


The primary form of subsistence 
The primary form of subsistence. 
The primary form of subsistence. 
The primary form of subsistence. 


Any ship that had successfully crossed the Atlantic Ocean 
Any ship that had seccessfully crossed the Pacific Ocean. 


Any ship that had reached the Indian Ocean from either Europe | 
the Par Bast. 


The ase of the wheel for transportaban purposes. The most 
common usc was for carts, 


The usc of the compass for navigation. 
The use of horses for transportation. 
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Here is the average score of 
different populations for each era: 


TABLE 4—DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS OF OVERALL TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION BY CONT! 


Continent Observations Average SD 
1000 BC 

Europe 30 0.66 0.16 
Africa 34 0.36 0.31 
Asia 23 0.58 0.25 
America 24 0.24 0.12 
Oceania 2 0.2 0.14 
OAD 

Europe 33 0.88 0.15 
Africa 40 077 0.2 
Asia 34 0.88 0.15 
America 25 0.33 0.17 
Oceania 3 0.17 0.11 
1500AD 

Europe 32 0.86 0.07 
Africa 39 0.32 0.2 
Asia 25 0.66 0.19 
America 24 0.14 0.07 
Oceania 9 0.12 0.04 
Current 

Europe 34 0.63 0.19 


note is that in 1000 BC and 1500AD European people wer 


Comin, Easterly, and Gong 
(2010) 
A lot could be said about 
this table, but in relation to 
other data we' ll see in this 
article the important thing to 
e more technologically 


advanced than any other group and in O AD they tied with Asia. 


'The above table is based on every population with each region that Comin et al. could 
find data for. However, Comin et al. also looked at what regional comparisons looked 
like when only judging a region based on its most advanced civilization. Here are those 


results: 
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TABLE 5—AVERAGE OVERALL TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION IN ADVANCED CIVILIZATIONS 


Civilization 1000 BC OAD 1500 AD Current 


W. Europe 0.65 0.96 0.94 0.71 
China 0.9 l 0.88 0.33 
Indian 0.67 0.9 0.7 0.31 
Arab 0.95 1 0.7 0.43 


Comin, Easterly, and Gong (2010) 
Here, we see that the most advanced Asians had better technology than the most 
advanced Europeans in the year 1000 BC and O AD and that it may not have been until 
as late as 1500 AD that the most advanced civilizations in the world came to be 
European ones. 


1500 AD is prior to the industrial revolution, most of the transcontinental slave trade, 
and colonialism, and, consequently, this data contradicts several popular notions about 
what caused Europeans to become the most technologically advanced peoples on earth. 


Comin et al. were concerned with how much technology populations had. This is 
distinct from asking how much technology populations invented. When one population 
invents something, it will be spread all over the civilized world. This process of 
technological diffusion did not, however, happen equally in all places. Some areas, such 
as ancient China and the Mediterranean, have always been centres for international 
trade. Because of this, they were ideal places to be the recipients of technological 
diffusion. Other populations, such as northern Europeans or, even more extremely, 
Sub-Saharan Africans, were geographically and culturally isolated from much of the 
ancient world and, as a result, did not trade technology with them to nearly the same 
degree. 


Murray (2004) represents the most rigorous attempt to measure innovation by region 
throughout history. Murray collected 183 comprehensive encyclopaedias, histories, 
etc., of innovation in various fields and made a list of those individuals who were 
included in at least 50% of the qualified sources within a given field. Murray found that 
this measure had an extremely high degree of statistical reliability (.93) by showing 
that arbitrarily breaking the sources into two groups produced two sets of basically 
identical results. Murray also showed that the same results emerged when he 
compared sources from different parts of the world, suggesting that eurocentrism did 
not significantly plague the analysis. Thus, he found that the relevant material showed 
a strong degree of consensus on which people and events have been historically 
important in science. 


Murray called individuals included in 5096 or more of the sources “significant 
individuals” and events mentioned in 50% or more of sources “significant events” . 
His analysis included all such individuals who lived, or events which took place, 
between the years 800 BC and 1950 AD. His results, grouped by continent, can be 
seen below: 


580| Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


Whether measured in people or events, 97 percent 
of accomplishment in the scientific inventories occurred 


in Europe and North America 


Europe 


North America 
Ancient Western World 
Arab World 

East Asia 

South Asia 

Antipodes 

South America 


Sub-Saharan Africa 


076 20% 40% 60% 


Breaking 
down this 
analysis 
by year, 
we can 
see that 
Europe 


drove innovation in the BC period, declined in scientific productivity around 100 AD, 
and then retook its place as the main engine of global scientific advancement around 


1500 AD. 


The distribution of the significant figures across time and place 


No. of Significant Figures 


0 > 
-800 -400 Lt 1200 1600 2000 


ENNN Europe BEBE Rest of the West [777] Everywhere Else 


Broadly 
speaking, 
Comin et 
al.’ s and 
Murray’ s 
data sets 


agree as far as they put Europe at the top of technological advancement in the BC 
period and then show a European decline which ended by 1500 AD. Where they differ 
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is in the degree of Europe' s relative technological superiority during these periods. 
Comin et al.’ s data showed that Europe has often had the best technology in the 
world, but not massively so. Murray' s data shows that Europeans have been behind 
nearly every important scientific advancement of the last 2000 years. Thus, the 
combination of these data sets implies that non— European nations, especially Asian 
ones, have benefited far more from technological diffusion than has Europe. 


Finally, Murray' s data shows that not all European nations have contributed equally to 
innovation. Actually, almost all of European innovators have come from just a few 
nations: Britain, France, Germany, and Italy: 


Britain 
France 
Germany 
Italy 


Austro-Hungary 
Russia 
Netherlands 
Spain 
Belgium 
Switzerland 
Sweden Wealth 
Denmark Now that we have looked at technological 
Loca progress, let’ s turn to economic development. 
alKans 


The leading authority on ancient GDP estimates 
is the economist Angus Maddison. Below, we can 
see his estimates for wealth per person for the years 1 AD to 1950 AD expressed in 


Wealth per Px 1990 dollars: 


Norwav 


Year Western (Maddison 2007) 
Europe There are several important takeaways from 
1 AD 576$ this chart. First, Western Europe was the 
richest region in the world for nearly all the last 
1000 AD 427$ 2,000 years. The only exception is 1000 AD. 
1500 AD 771$ Secondly, Western Europe has virtually always 


been richer than Eastern Europe. This was true 
long before communism came into the picture. Third, in 1 AD Africa was richer than 
Eastern Europe and Eastern Asia. In 1 AD Africa was also richer than Africa in 1820 
AD. Progress is not inevitable. 


The Pre- Historic Roots of Development 

So far, I have been comparing rather macro level populations such as “Europe” , 
“Asia” , and “Africa” .If we break populations down into smaller units, roughly 

corresponding to the size of individual nations, we can make even more definite 

statements about the long-term consistency of wealth and technology. 


Of course, most nations that were around 1,000- years ago no longer exist. However, 
we can still test how well the ancient advancement of people in a given geographical 
area predicts the advancement of people who live in that same area today. 


For instance, a nation’ s score on Comin et al.’ s index of technological progress in 
1000 BC predicts its current level of wealth. 
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IABLE SA—ANCIENT IECHNOLOGY MEASURES AND INCOME AND IRCHNOLOGY TODAY 


Log income per capita in 2002 Current technology 
Dependent variables (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Overall technology adoption 0.747* 040851 
level in 1000 BC (1.87) (1.37) 
Overall technology adoption 0.0895 0.0138 
level in 0 AD (0.19) (0.14) 
Overall technology adoption 1.566*#* 0221** 
level in 1500 AD (3.24) (2.58) : 
Constant &]965**  8&452***  7785*** 0500*** —0557*** 65st Comin, Easterl 
(2879) v 102755 71] C IIN 
(28.22) (19.62) (22.72) (—13.60) 6.89) 12.22) and Gong (2010) 
R 0.03 0.00 0.18 0.02 0.00 0.12 


correlations are 
not very strong, 
but this is 
because we have 
not adjusted for 
ancestry. Ancestry adjustment means that rather than predict an area’ s current 
advancement based on the advancement of the people who lived there in the past we 
predict it based on the advancement of the descendant populations of the people who 
there now. 


Note: t-statistics in parentheses computed using robust standard errors clustered to take into account the correla- 
tion in the information used in the coding of technology. 
*** Significant at the | percent level. 
** Significant at the 5 percent level. 
*Significant at the 10 percent level. 


This adjustment can make a big difference. For instance, the technological 
advancement of the ancestors of the current populations of Australia, Mexico, and the 
United States, in O AD is very different than the technological advancement that was 
present in Australia and North America in 0 AD. Adjusting Comin et al.’ s 
technological index for ancestry vastly improves its predictive power. After doing so, 
there is a substantive relationship between ancient levels of technology and modern 
levels of both wealth and technology. 


Taste 8B—Miceation-Anustep TECHNOLOGY MEASURES AND INCOME AND TecuoLoGy Topay 


Log income per capita in 2002 Current technology 

Dependent variables (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 
Migration-adjusted technology 1.599*** 0.2] 1*** 

level in 1000 BC (3.45) (3.3) 
Migration-adjusted technology 2303** 0418** 

level inO AD 235) (2.56) 
Migration-adjusted technology 3261*** 0.514*** 

level in 1500 AD (6.76) (6.87) 
Constant 7.697##* 6602*** 6 54444 0.662*** —0805*** —0868*** 

(23.46) (8.65) (18.6) 16.65) (-785) (-2106) Comin, Easterly, and 

Observations 104 3 ill 109 130 TE Gong (2010) 
R? 0.12 0.H 0.5 0.07 0.12 0.4 Ancient levels of 


technology are not the 
only early predictor of 
modern success. For 
instance, the number 
of years an area has had agriculture, or a state correlates with their 2005 GDP per 
capita at .23 and .26. Adjusting for ancestry raises these correlations to .46 
(agriculture) and .48 (state history) (Spolaore and Wacziarg, 2013) 

In fact, these variables, in addition with a population’ s latitude, and whether or not it 
is either on an Island or landlocked, can statistically explain 5296 —5996 of the current 
variation in national income. 


Note: t-statistics in parentheses computed using robust standard errors clustered to take into account the correla- 
lion in the information used in the coding of technology. 
*** Signifcant at the | percent level 
** Significant at the 5 percent level 
* Significant at the 10 percent level. 
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TABLE 5 


Tur History or POPULATIONS AND Economic DEVELOPMENT 
(Dependent variable: log per capita income, 2005; estimator: OLS) 


Years of 
Matn regressor: agriculture 
a) 
Years of agriculture 0.019 
(0.535) 
Ancestry-adjusted years 
of agriculture 
State history 
Ancestry-adjusted state 
history 
Absolute latitude 0.042 
(6.120)*** 
Percent land area tn the -0.188 
tropics (0.592) 
Landlocked dummy -0.753 
(4.334)*** 
Island dummy 0.681 
(2:550)** 
Constant 1.699 
(22.429)*** 
Beta coeffictents on the 3.75% 
bold vartable 
Observations 150 
R? 0.475 


Notes: Robust t statistics tn parentheses. 
***Stentficant at the 1 percent level. 
++ Significant at the 5 percent level. 
* Stgntficant at the 10 percent level. 


statistically accounted for. 


Ancestry-adjusted 
years of agriculture 


(2) 


0.099 
(2.347)** 


0.040 
(6.168)*** 


-0.148 
(0.502) 


-0.671 

(3.847)*** 
0.562 

(2.355)** 
7.270 


(21.455)*** 
17.23% 


148 
0.523 


State history 


(3) 


0.074 
(0.245) 


0.047 
(7.483 }*** 

0.061 
(0.200) 
-0.697 


(4.199)*** 


0.531 
(2.216)** 


7.458 
(29.338)*** 


1.0% 


135 
0.558 
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Ancestry-adjusted 
state history 


(4) 


1.217 
(3.306)*** 


0.046 
(7.313)*** 


0.269 
(0.914) 


-0.555 
(3.301)*** 


0.08 
(2338)4* 
6.773 
(19.339 )*** 
21.59 


1325 
0.588 


Spolaore and Wacziarg (2013) 


Spolaore and 
ziar 
(2013) 
Similarly, the 
genetic distance 
between a 
population and 
the United 
states, in 
conjunction with 
the previously 
mentioned 
geographic 
variables, 
statistically 
explains 50% of 
current national 
variation in 
wealth. If you 
add to this model 
the percentage 
of a nation that 
is European, 
55% of national 
wealth variation 
can be 
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GENETIC IJISTANCE AND I|CONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, C ROSS-SECTIONAL REGRESSIONS As 
(Dependent variable: log per capita income, 2005) . 
with 
Indigenous Ancestry-adjusted Control for the all 
Main regressor: genetic distance genetic distance share of Europeans 
(1) (2) (3) 
F, genetic distance to the United States, -4.038 
1500 match (3.846)*** 
F, genetic distance to the United States, -6.440 -4.576 
weighted, current match (3.392)*** (2.341)** 
Absolute latitude 0.034 0.030 0.015 
(5.068)*** (4.216)*** (1.838)* 
Percent land area in the tropics —0.182 -0.041 0.384 
(0.582) (0.135) (1.189) 
Landlocked dummy -0.637 -0.537 -0.521 
(3.686)*** (2.971)*** (3.051)*** 
Island dummy 0.584 0.607 0.557 
(2.389)** (2.392)** (2.262)** 
Share of descendants of Europeans, 0.863 
per Putterman and Weil (3.601)*** 
Constant 8.451 8.618 8.637 
(23.577)*** (21.563)*** (20.941)*** 
Beta coefficients on the bold variable -23.85% -27.11% -20.30% 
Observations 155 154 149 
R? 0.499 0.496 0.545 


Notes: Robust t statistics in parentheses. 
*** Significant at the 1 percent level. 
** Significant at the 5 percent level. 

* Significant at the 10 percent level. 


statistical associations, this does not prove causality. However, the direction of 
causality can only run one way; It is not possible that current wealth variation caused 
differences between populations thousands of years ago. Thus, these statistical 
associations only leave open the possibility that some ancient variable, either the ones 
measured in these models or one' s correlated with them, causally explain 

most modern differences in national wealth. 


Moreover, the fact that these models are improved when adjusting for ancestry shows 
that whatever ancient variable impacted these populations did so in a way that sticks 
with them when they migrate. 


Conclusion 

We do not yet know why Western Europe has driven humanities civilizational progress 
to the degree that it has. IQ no doubt plays some role, but East Asians have higher IQs 
than do Western Europeans. The same is probably true of self—control. 


Individualism separates the West from Eastern Europe and Eastern Asia and it predicts 
modern national wealth (Last, 2016). Moreover, the more individualistic a U.S 
immigrant s nation of origin is the wealthier they tend to be and the more likely they 
are to have a career involved with scientific research (Gordonichenko and Ronald, 
2012; Hasen, 2013). Given this, individualism seems like a good candidate for one of 
the factors which can explain this historical trend, but it is almost surely not the only 
one. 


Uncertainty about this “X factor” (or “West factor" ) has profound implications for 
immigration policy. Given the data reviewed here, it seems plausible that the West 
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could lose whatever it is that makes it so special via immigration from not Western 
places. It seems that this would be true whether immigration was coming from Africa, 
the Middle East, Asia, or even Eastern Europe. 


'This data also lends itself to an interesting historical possibility. As we have seen, 
there was a time when Africa was richer than both East Asia and Eastern Europe. 
While surely not the only cause, it may be that these places are richer than Africa 
today partly because they are more able to incorporate advances from the West. This 
differential ability to benefit from Western advancement, in turn, may have a wide 
variety of cultural, geographic, and genetic, causes. 


MASS IMMIGRATION AS A WEAPON 


I recall during the Nuremberg trials that one of the major crimes the Hitler regime was 


charged with was the mass movement of Germans into and France. 


And the mass immigration of Germans into regions of France and a plan, through 
subsidized birth-rates among Germans, to demographically displace the French. 
Granted, this was pretty far down on the list of crimes brought up at that tribunal, but 
they were considered crimes to some degree. 


In addition, when anti- communist writers would attack the crimes of the Soviet Union, 
one of the things they would attack was the mass migration of Russians into the Baltic 
States and Ukraine in an attempt to "Russify" them. 


When white settlers travelled across the midwestern United States, they didn't set out 
to kill the Amerindians. Settlers were indifferent, but then would be attacked by Native 
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Americans who didn't want them in "their lands". 
It seems as if the Native Americans looked at this mass migration and settlement as an 
aggressive, belligerent act. They speak of "their land" and "their people". 


In 2010, Gaddafi threatened to make Europe "another Africa" by stopping border 
enforcement and letting the blacks up into Italy if he did not receive $5 billion Euros. 
"Tomorrow Europe might no longer be European and even black as there are millions 
who want to come in," he said. "We don't know if Europe will remain an advanced and 
united continent or if it will be destroyed, as happened with the barbarian invasions". 
Isn't it strange, Gaddafi seems to think that there is something inherent about black 
Africans that will make Europe a worse place. Hasn't he heard the good news of the 
wondrous benefits of diversity? Gaddafi also said this: 

"There are signs that Allah will grant victory to Islam in Europe without swords, 
without guns, without conquest. We don't need terrorists, we don't need homicide 
bombers. The 504- million Muslims [in Europe] will turn it into a Muslim continent 


within a few decades." 


Additionally, in 2015 and 2016, the Mayor of Calais and then- Economy Minister 
Emmanuel Macron both threatened to stop blocking the migrants in Calais, which is 
right next to Britain, and to let them into Britain. This is because Britain has a treaty 
that treats the English Channel and the Channel Tunnel as a specially regulated zone, 
not an area of free movement as the rest of the European Union is. 

How strange that, for Macron, this would even be a threat. Odd that out of one side of 
his mouth, Macron will speak glittering generalities about the benefits of immigration 
and diversity, but then when the rubber hits the road, he lets slip by implication that 
these immigrants are actually a really bad thing. Far from a punishment to the British, 
this would enhance and enrich life in Britain. 


When the Chinese invaded Tibet, it was condemned, and on top of that, was considered 
a "cultural genocide" and human rights violation as the Chinese engaged in mass 
immigration. Cultural genocide, what does that even mean? What even is Tibetan 
Culture? What even is Tibetan? I'll have you know you're more genetically similar to 
blippity blappity bleep bloop - 


A paper in 2010 published in Strategic Insights, written by Kelly Greenhill of the Naval 
Postgraduate School, talked about the use of Mass Migration as a weapon to be used 
against one's enemies. 

The paper, entitled "Weapons of Mass Migration: Forced Displacement as an 
Instrument of Coercion” documents 64 instances of the use of states using the threat 
of mass immigration to try to get another state to do what they want. 


One colourful example from the paper involves Jimmy Carter's negotiations on Human 
Rights in China: 

"Consider, for example, the suggestive reply of then Chinese Vice Premier Deng 
Xiaoping to U.S. President Jimmy Carter during their historic 1979 meeting. After 
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Carter asserted that the United States could not trade freely with China until its record 
on human rights improved and Chinese were allowed to emigrate freely, Deng 
smilingly retorted, "Okay. Well then, exactly how many Chinese would you like, Mr. 
President? One million? Ten million? Thirty million?” Whether Deng actually intended 
to influence U.S. behaviour remains unclear, but, in point of fact, his rejoinder 
reportedly stopped Carter cold and summarily ended their discussion of human rights 


in China." 


Two more examples she describes are Haitians threatening to mass migrate to the 
United States, and East Germany threatening to send a bunch of poo—in—the-—loos 


over to West Germany: 


"In summer 1994, for instance, boats were “being prepared in nearly every village 

along the southern coast of Haiti” in an explicit attempt to “put more pressure on the 
US to hasten the return of Aristide. 
get arms to fight. ... The only way to fight is to get the Americans to keep their 


» 


As one villager noted at the time: "We cannot 


promises. The only way to do that is to do what they fear most, have us come to 


America." 


"Likewise, when East German officials quipped in the mid — 1980s that their West 
German counterparts “claim they have a liberal society over there. [We will] let them 
prove it!," they fully anticipated that loosing South Asian asylum seekers on West 
Germany would cause widespread discontent and persuade the previously reluctant 
West German government to concede to their demands. And they were right." 


But wait a minute, aren't they in fact helping West Germany and hurting themselves by 


depriving themselves of the great diversi- okay that joke's getting old. 


So when someone says talks about how white countries and only white countries need 
to be taking in non—- whites to achieve some great benefit of diversity, understand that 
this is a belief that is specific to Western European countries at this specific place and 


time. 


This is not a common belief in Eastern Europe, and it's not a common belief anywhere 
else in the world today. And it wasn't even a common belief in Western European 


countries until well after the end of world war 2. 
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FIRST WORLDISM 


First Worldism is the view that the policy stances and government outcomes we 
classify as "first world” and “third world” are a function of population genetics. 
The “first world” peoples are primarily, though not exclusively, European, with 
minorities of other races having people who have, on aggregate, genetic 
predispositions to first— world traits. 


First—world traits are: 

=  Anti-authoritarian views of knowledge and truth, 

= A lower level of social sensitivity, conformity and consensus- seeking 

= Support for free speech 

= Opposition to heavy government intervention and regulating of private property 
(i.e. the consensus—- economies of West, Central, South, Southeast and East 
Asia), support for free markets 

= Lower crime, higher diligence and self-control, higher IQs. 


= Less interest in grievance politics and bloc- politics 
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These views and traits are a function primarily of evolution within Europe, and while 
promoted by certain institutions, those institutions are first created by the population. 
Europeans west of the Hajnal lines most epitomize these traits, and Europeans further 
north epitomize these traits more than Europeans further south. 

While you can describe “Third World Traits” as well, it is more appropriate to 
describe First World Traits, as these traits are abnormal compared to the rest of 
humanity. It could be called “Old World” and “New World” traits, with European 
traits being "new world” and Asiatic, Amerindian and African traits being “old 
world” . Though that may confuse people into thinking it has something to do with the 
Americas. 


The way to think of it is that these traits, in conjunction, evolved in Europe, with only 
East Asians and some Indian groups being more “first world” on SOME, not all, of 
these traits. And it was the evolution of these traits that allowed for the European 
Revolution - the European conquest of most of the world, the outlawing of slavery and 
feudalism worldwide, and the industrial revolution and the popularization of the notions 
of “individual rights” and “self-—determination” . 


A case for First- Worldism is presented in the following four articles: 


1. A Deep Scepticism of Group Narratives. 
2. Secular and Theistic Worldviews as Masks. 
3. The Heritability of Political Views. 


4. A Holisis. 


A DEEP SCEPTICISM OF GROUP NARRATIVES 


At the outset, Richard Spencer was intentionally vague with alt—right so as to create 
an "idea space". As a result, you're seeing something that happened to "anarchism", 
with a battle between the people who made the original term and new people who are 
making new definitions of "true anarchism" and "true alt right". And like Spencer, the 
original anarchists didn't want to rigidly define anarchism, because they didn't want to 
restrict people. And so then they got anarcho- capitalism, something the original 
anarchists would consider an abomination, just as the original alt-right considers Paul 
Joseph Watson to be a pretender and Milo to be an abomination. 


But the horse has left the stable now, and there was a last-ditch attempt to reclaim 
and standardize the meaning of alt-right with this article and energetic but scattershot 
individual attempts to correct alt—lite calling themselves alt-right. But I don't see it 
working any more than classical anarchists trying to remove an—cap. The model needs 
to be Karl Marx and Ayn Rand. While anyone can go around and lie about what Marx 
and Rand believed, the fact is that both are defined by the writings of a person, which 
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can be cited to settle disputes. It's not just there in the air as "anarchism" and "alt 
right" currently are. 


And the second purpose is to come up with a new term for the people who call 
themselves "leftists". Because "leftist" is vague, and it doesn't get at the root of what 
they are all about. And what they are all about is the third world: they support both 
third world government policies and third world genetics. Either they are third— 
worlders themselves, or they are dupes of the third—worlders. Either way, they are 
third — worldISTS. 


It also focuses them into the deeply racial nature of what they advocate, cutting 
through the BS about "equality" and sidestepping dumb cuckservative attempts to 
pathologize "the left" as having something to do with being "against Judaeo- Christian 
values" or some crap about taxes and hard work. By calling third— worldists "leftists", 
you allow the user of the term to focus on things other than race as whatever they 
imagine to be the essential values of "the left". Which, as most readers here should 
know, is stupid, as all policy disputes are going to be decided by racial majorities. 


This isn't ready for prime time just yet. Right now I'm quickly going to bang out these 
posts, which means no sources for a while; but it's all pretty simple history stuff so if I 
say something incorrect it should be fairly obvious eventually. 


FOREIGN POLITICAL ARMIES AND "OPPRESSED MINORITIES" 


Muammar Gaddafi, like many regimes, used foreign troops to enforce the will of the 
regime on a non-compliant population. Following the revolution, if found, blacks would 
be charged for collaboration with Gaddafi unless they could prove otherwise, as they 
were more likely than Libyans to be part of Gaddafi's forces. 


Gaddafi was also considered to be more popular among Africans in Libya than among 
Libyans. Would the "left wing" thing be to stand with the black minority and Gaddafi 
against the Caucasian Libyan uprising? 


In Yugoslavia in WW2, Nazi Germany supplied and trained Croatian and Bosnian 
Muslims to control Serbia, a nation historically antagonistic to Austria and Germany, 
and the only republic within Yugoslavia that put up any serious resistance to the 


German invasion. 
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Would aligning with the "minority" Croats and Muslims within the traditional boundary 
of Serbia be "left wing"? After all, I'm sure they have plenty of stories to tell you about 
how the mean old Serbs oppressed them when they were in charge. 


During the Spanish Civil War, Francisco Franco used Moroccan troops to fight the 
Republicans. Which is to say, Franco's coalition included some darker skinned people 
from Morocco, and was thus more racially diverse than the Republicans. 


Mao Zedong, during various revolts in Beijing, used Mongolian troops to put down the 
revolts, as domestic troops would refuse to fire on people from the same region. 


The Soviets also regularly used troops from the Central Asian Republics to put down 
riots or revolts in Russia and Ukraine. 


The Romans would bring in "Barbarian" troops from Gaul and Germania to suppress 
revolts in Rome. 


You can probably find many more examples of autocratic leaders arming and training 
some "oppressed minority" to use as an internal army to quash domestic opposition. 


THE SACRED TRIBULATION 


There was a very illuminating interview between a Romanian and Nigel Farage (who is 
from Britain). There was some EU legislation about corruption that was written to deal 
with a problem Romania has but would apply to all EU countries. Nigel Farage 
mentioned how silly it is for the UK to be in a political union with a country as 
backward as Romania. 


A Romanian caller called in and called Farage a "racist". Farage responded by claiming 
the Romanians treated the Gypsies poorly, and the caller responded saying that's 
different as Gypsies are criminals, con- artists and layabouts. 


A similar dynamic would be the Turks in Germany claiming oppression, and yet limiting 
any kind of Armenian influence on Turkish politics. 


Or Moroccans claiming marginalization in Holland, but building a giant wall and making 
laws preventing any black African from entering and becoming a citizen in Morocco. 


Or Egyptians, complaining about marginalization when they enter Europe as they make 
laws restricting the practice of the Coptic Christians in Egypt. 


Or we can point to the Zulu, who were in the process of conquering the Khoisan region 
of South Africa and putting them under Zulu rule, and later complain about the horrible 
oppression of the Dutch, then British, who essentially entered "their" land and just 
started farming and setting up a new country with zero regard for the Zulu and Khoi 
people around them. 
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Or Japanese in the United States who claim to be put— upon for being Japanese, while 
Japan allows in almost no immigrants and allows establishments to explicitly 


discriminate against non— Japanese. 


The Mughals, who controlled roughly half of the area of "India", had no problem ruling 
over people of different races, languages and religions. But then later fought against 
the British and, when they lost, considered it a horrible injustice that the British stole 
their "Mughal lands". 


Later, when Britain had enough of managing India, Ghandi, who was a relentless 
advocate of separation from Britain, was just as adamant that the Muslims not be 
allowed a separate state (today Pakistan and Bangladesh, though at the time of 
partition it was a single state of Pakistan), and that Sri Lanka be kept as part of India. 


Going back to South Africa, Nelson Mandela, who was imprisoned for blowing up buses 
full of children, was adamant that "apartheid" end. However, like Ghandi, he was 
opposed to any partition, and refused to negotiate the existence of a white country 
around Cape Town and in Transvaal (similar to Pakistan and Bangladesh). And during 
their rise, and once in power, the ANC actually killed more political opponents than the 
National Party did. 


Another two controversial examples would be the German occupation of Czech and 
Poland. At the end of WW1, a state "Czechoslovakia" was created, which had the 
nations Czech and Slovakia, along with Hungarian and Ukrainian majority regions, and 
a German majority area known as Sudety. 


The Czechs had no problem engaging in "land reform" on the Germans, taking their 
lands and handing it to Czechs, not counting German votes in Czechoslovak elections. 
And even the Slovaks, the Z2 group in the country, wanted out. It was only with 
German support that the Slovaks were able to break off. And the Germans first took 
Sudety from the Czechs, and then took the ethnically Czech part of the country and 
made it semi-independent but whose resources could be conscripted for military 


purposes. 


This is similar to the relations Britain used to have with Canada, Australia-New 
Zealand and Ireland. The Czechs in the past, or Bohemians, always conquered as much 
as they could get away with, controlling the whole of Silesia and even being the Holy 
Roman Emperor several times, which was essentially king of "Germany" at the time. 
They had no problem keeping unwilling Germans, Slovaks, Hungarians and Ukrainians 
under their rule, but when the Germans took over, then it was a great atrocity. 


And in Poland, Hitler simply wanted rail access to East Prussia, an isolated pocket of 
German territory, cut off from the bulk of Germany by the Danzig corridor, and control 
over the city of Danzig, which was majority German, but allowing Poland to keep their 
port city of Gdynia. Hitler didn't even demand the majority German lands in Poznania, 
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and had plans to include Poland in a military alliance along with Hungary and Romania. 
He was also willing to forgive the Poles cutting off German rail access across the 
corridor to East Prussia, which was a treaty violation. 


But once the war began, Germany inflamed propaganda about Polish atrocities against 
the German minority — real or imagined — to justify their invasion. Prior to this, Poland 
had invaded Lithuania and Czechoslovakia in the 1920s, and also invaded the Soviet 
Union while the USSR was still fighting a Civil war, and pushed as far as Kiev, the 
capital of Ukraine, and Minsk, the capital of Belarus. In the peace settlement Poland 
took large chunks of Ukraine and Belarus from the USSR. In fact, after the war with 
the USSR, Byelorussian and Ukrainian lands were about half of the land mass of the 


state of Poland, and Poles only made up 69% of the population of "Poland". 


But once Germany invaded, then the Poles perceived themselves as a pure victim. And 
the narrative in the west was "plucky little Poland". 


This game is constant, this game is universal. The Hebrews, who were almost 
certainly mercenaries who worked for the Pharaoh as political shock troops, claim to 
have been slaves who, when they tried to escape, were ruthlessly pursued by the 
Pharaoh; when in reality the Pharaoh let them leave and probably went after them only 
when he heard the Hebrews were sacking towns for supplies. 


Then the Hebrews enter Canaan, and by their own words slaughter them all, but that's 
okay because the Canaanites were really, really bad, the Hebrews tell us. 


So this tactical use of "oppression" narrative is at least as old as Moses and Exodus, or 
about 3,300 years, and is probably quite a bit older than that. 


And so when you hear of some group saying they are immensely put-— upon, and tell 
you all the stories — rape, extreme forced labour, beatings, killing for minor 
infractions, breaking up families — remember that these stories are all designed for 
some political goal. They are not disinterested accounts of events. It is their sacred 
tribulation. "OPPRESSION" NARRATIVE AS PRELUDE TO BELLIGERENCE 


The two archetypal uses of "oppression" as a rationale for belligerence are Nazi 
Germany and the Soviet Union. Hitler of course used Versailles — the debt and 
territory loss — and the perceived treatment of Germans in Poland. 


The Soviet Union used the idea of the oppressed worker to justify the invasion of 
basically any other country. Of course they still had to deal with military realities; but 
their internal story would justify any invasion of any non- "communist" country to their 
own population. In addition to duping the usual suspects in the United States and other 
NATO countries. 
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Less well known is how the Serbs used the perceived Nazi oppression to justify their 
subjugation of the Bosnian Muslims and the Croats within the new, "communist" 
Yugoslavia. 


Similarly, Poles and Czechs, as the Germans started to lose the war, helped themselves 
to historically German lands in Silesia, Deutsche- Krone and East and West Prussia, 
and Sudety, citing German oppression for the land grab. 


Not surprisingly, the Poles, the Czechs and Serbs, along with the USSR, played up Nazi 
atrocities — real or imagined — as much as they could. 


Mao also used both the global oppression of the worker and the perceived oppression 
of China by "the west" to galvanize the Chinese population for a war against the United 
States in Korea. But the Chinese were constrained militarily from doing much else. 


The United States used the events — real or imagined — of the sinking of the USS 
Maine and the sinking of the USS Maddox in the Gulf of Tonkin to invade Spanish Cuba 
and the Spanish Philippines, and to send troops to Vietnam, respectively. 


The Kuwait war in 1991 is another example of an oppression narrative. Prior to the 
Kuwait war, Iran had a fundamentalist revolution, and the Iraqi perception was that Iran 
wanted to unify all Shia Muslims, which included most of the population of Iraq and 
Kuwait. Iran, then Persia, attempted something similar in 1917 during World War 1 
when they invaded the area of modern- day Iraq, then controlled by the Ottoman 
Empire. 


Iraq fought an 8—year war from 1980—1988 with Iran, and went into heavy debt, 
including debt with the country of Kuwait. The region of Kuwait had always historically 
been a part of the Mesopotamian civilization, and Kuwait being separate from the rest 
of Mesopotamia was merely a result of it being occupied by the British while the 
Ottomans controlled what is today Iraq, and when the British took what is now Iraq 
from the Ottomans, they never combined the two. And so you had "Iraq" and "Kuwait" 
as two separate countries. 


The perception in Kuwait and Iraq was that Iran planned to invade Kuwait as well, and 
Saddam expected Kuwait to forgive the loans they made to Iraq during the war — given 
that Iraq supposedly protected them from Iran. But Kuwait refused and stuck to terms 
on the loan. 


Moreover during the Iran-Iraq war, Kuwait, which already has far more oil per person 
than Iraq due to its location right on the coast of the Persian Gulf, engaged in slant 
drilling, sucking up oil from oil deposits within the land and sea borders of Iraq. 


All of these reasons led Saddam to invade Kuwait. And then came the oppression 


narratives, of Saddam's forces ripping babies out of incubators, using chemical 
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weapons and fuel- air explosives against the Kuwaitis. And this galvanized US support 
for the war against an Iraq desperate and hollowed out from 8 years of war with Iran. 


This is not to say that the US intervention wasn't justified. Maybe you think it was or it 
wasn't. But it certainly wasn't what most people thought it was. And given that, at the 
time, the US public didn't know it would be such a one- sided fight, they probably 
would not have supported it without the atrocity stories or if they knew the whole 
backstory. 


Leading up to the Great War of 1914, the Austrians justified their invasion of Serbia 
with Serbian terrorism in Austria Hungary. Germany honoured their alliance with 
Austria, which meant war with Russia as Russia was allied with Serbia, and war with 
France as France was allied with Russia. 


But part of the motivation for war against France was the perception in Germany that 
France and Britain had prevented Germany from getting colonies, and were conspiring 
to keep Germany contained and weak. Another oppression narrative. 


Then during the war, Germany, instead of attacking the hilly and well—defended area 
on the French- German border, invaded Belgium and into France from the flatter and 


more open north. 


And so the British press went to work about how the Germans were impaling Belgian 
babies on bayonets, were raping and murdering nuns, and would take villages and lock 
them into a barn and set fire to them. Once chemical weapons started to be used in the 
war, then you got stories about Germans locking Belgians in barns and gassing them. 


All of these stories got the British into the war. Then, to get the United States into the 
war, the US military sent mixed ships filled both with civilians and military equipment. 
Their treaty with Germany allowed civilian ships to be sent to Britain and France, but 
ships carrying military equipment could be sunk. So by sending mixed cargoes, the US 
could send war material without fear of sinking or, should Germany sink a mixed- 
cargo ship, have an example of German brutality to goad the US public into war. The 
Lusitania was just such a mixed- cargo ship, it was sunk, and that's what happened. 


But in each instance, oppression narratives were key to goading populations into war in 
WW1. Even Austria-Hungary pushed the narrative that Serbia, because they were 
protected by Russia, was able to terrorize them without fear of reprisal. 


WHICH IS MORE LIKELY? 


If what I say here is true — then one should have a deep scepticism of any politics 
involving grievances. Of course that includes some of the things I say, because while 
most of what I do is argue against anti—- white grievance narratives, I do have a limited 
grievance narrative of my own. But most people are deeply sceptical about what I say 
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anyway, so applying this scepticism universally would just make a level playing field 
that improves my position. 


Now, there are particular grievance narratives that exist today. We know that most of 
the ones in the past were fake or exaggerated beyond reason. Now, without any 
information, our BIAS should be that, whatever grievance narrative is popular today — 
slavery, segregation, — is probably, like the ones in the past, fake or exaggerated. You 
should certainly entertain that as a possibility, unless you think your bugaboo is 
special. 


SECULAR AND THEISTIC WORLDVIEWS AS MERE MASKS FOR GROUP IDENTITY 


NOT RELIGION BUT ETHNO-RELIGION 


The most obvious example of this is the Jews. Are the Jews a biological race, an 
"ethnicity", or a religion? Well, like the Hindi, they're all of those things, and a 
language. Yes, there are beliefs about God, and those beliefs are somewhat separate 
from the group identity of Jewishness. 
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A universal trait about old polytheistic religions is that each self-identified group had 
their own patron deity. For example, the people of Eridu in Mesopotamia had the God 
of their people, Enki. The patron deity of Babylon was Marduk. 


Athens and Syracuse's patron deity was Athena, Elis and Olympia's deity was Zeus. 
Thespiae's was Eros, the patron deity of Larissa and Thebes was Dionysus, Corinth's 
was Poseidon. The patron deity of Megara, Eretria, Miletus and Epidauros as Apollo. 
Argos and Samos worshipped Hera. Rhodes' deity was Helios. The patron deity of 
Ephesus was Artemis, the patron deity of Cnidus was Aphrodite. Sparta had two patron 
deities — Athena and Apollo. 


Rome had three patron deities, the "Capitoline Triad" of Minerva, Juno and Jupiter. 


In Egypt, Amun was the patron deity of Thebes, Ba'alat Gebal the patron deity of 
Byblos, Banebdjedet the patron deity of Mendes, Bast teh patron deity of Bubastis, 
Khnum the patron deity of Elephantine, Neith the patron deity of Sais, Ptah the patron 
deity of Memphis, Ra the patron deity of Heliopolis, Wepwawet the patron deity of 
Asyut. 


Some patron deities in Mesopotamia are Marduk of Babylon, Enki of Eridu, Bau of 
Lagash, Lulal of Bad-tibira, Nu Mus Da of Kazallu, Entil for the cities of Nippur, and 
Ishtar with the city of Arbela. There was also Shakka, who wasn't a deity of any 
particular city, but of herdsmen, and Shamash the patron deity of travellers. 


Ashur was the patron deity of the city of Assur, but also of the Assyrians. 


In China, they had Chenghuangshen, which translates to "god of the moat and the walls" 
or "god of the boundary", but the generally accepted transliterated meaning is "city 
god". Most large towns and villages had a city god. 


In India, there are Kuladevata, which are derived from Kula — meaning clan, and 
Devata, meaning deity. They are "clan deities". The patron deities all over India are 
described here. It appears that there are literally thousands of patron deities in India. 


There are also all sorts of little patron deities among the Mayan, Aztec and Inca. 


Sorry for belabouring the point, but this is very important; for most of human history 
by time and space, religion — and all of the beliefs that go into it - WAS the group. 


It may be hard to imagine the two being conflated, and one may think that it's 
inappropriate to conflate the two. Sure, group identity may influence religious beliefs, 
and you can recognize this as a brute fact, but believe that religion is ESSENTIALLY 
different from group identity. 


But this is NOT how it was seen for most of history. 
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A bit of a tangent, but the thinking of the anarchists was a product of viewing private 
property and the state as one and the same. Now most people in "the west" today see 
them as distinct; sure, the state and private property can influence each other, be "in 
bed" with each other, but they are, to most modern people in "the west", essentially 
separate things. In the 1850s in England, it was most certainly NOT seen this way. 
Private property was seen as much a function of the state as you see police and courts 
as being an essential state function. 


However, medieval Ireland and Iceland can be seen as states where the courts are 
independent of kings, and so they certainly did not see the law and the kings as part of 
the same organization, but as two distinct things. In the US, you have separate 
"branches of government", but they are all part of the same state. 


That digression is just meant to illustrate that the boundaries of "things" is not some 
clear, obvious and uniform line. You see private property and the state as distinct, the 
original anarchists didn't. Abolish private property, abolish the state. Private property 
to them being one of the most odious aspects of the state. 


The medieval Irish and Icelanders saw the law and the kings as distinct, you see law 
and the state as one uniform thing — the state IS law. To separate the two is, in the 
minds of most today, to separate water from wet. 


And so you see religion and group identity as distinct; well, that's a way to look at it. 


MONOTHEISM 


Yahweh was originally just another patron deity. He was the God of the Hebrews. Only 
when the Hebrews left Egypt did they decide that Yahweh was the one and only God. 


Then came Jesus, and he had a "new covenant", and what started as a Jewish reform 
became a universal religion; the one and only religion delivered by the one and only 
God. 


And so Peter, one of Jesus' disciples, went to Antioch and more importantly, Rome, and 
founded the Universal Church, or in Latin, the "Catholic" Church. 


And the success of the Universal Church should not be poo—pooed. And there are 
plenty of places you can read about the Catholic Church. 


But there were always divisions. Regional differences within what was on paper the 
same religion and the same organization running it, and the West, East and Orthodox 
divide. 


The first schism was when the churches of Alexandria, Antioch, Jerusalem and 
Constantinople split off from the church of Rome. Both the Church of Rome and the 
Eastern Churches called themselves the one true Christianity, but the church of Rome 
is called "Catholic", and the Church of Constantinople is called "Eastern Orthodox". 
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Later still, at the Council of Chalcedon, the Churches of Jerusalem, Antioch and 
Alexandria split off from the church of Constantinople. This is commonly referred to as 
the "Oriental Orthodox" Church. They were the brown people. They're Muslims today. 


So the Catholic Church had the "Western Europeans", the Eastern Orthodox had what 
are today called Turks, Greeks, people of the Caucasus and Slavs — the Slavs being 
less important back then. And the Oriental Orthodox had the Levant, Mesopotamia, 
Egypt and North Africa. 


Eventually the lands of the Oriental Orthodox Church became a totally different 
religion, Islam, through conversion and conquest. 


For all history following the fall of the Roman Empire, the areas of Turkey, Greece, 
Bulgaria, Serbia, Bosnia and Romania were a sort of "transition zone" between "the 
west" and the civilizations of the Oriental Caucasians. The Ottoman Empire exemplified 
this, a country that wasn't quite European, but well ahead of the Orient. 


In terms of religion, it was also a transition zone. 


Ultimately Islam's expansion was checked by geography. While the Ottoman Empire, an 
Islamic empire, pushed all the way to the city of Vienna in Austria, they weren't able to 
convert many of the peoples in the Balkans to Islam; a few Serbs, and the majority in 
Albania and Bosnia. The rest remained Eastern Orthodox despite Ottoman rule. 


Coincidental with the invention of the printing press and population growth of Europe 
north of the Mediterranean, was their schism with the Church of Rome known as the 
"Protestant Reformation". 


As a rule, more "Nordic" peoples went protestant, with the more "Mediterranid" 
peoples remaining Catholic. Exceptions being the Irish, for whom being Catholic had to 
do with having a distinct identity from the English, and the Polish, for whom being 
Catholic had to do with having a distinct identity from the Eastern Orthodox Russians 
and later the Protestant Germans. 


Latin America, being around 40% Mediterranid by admixture, is overwhelmingly 
Catholic among theists. The two most Catholic countries in Latin America are Z1 
Paraguay, and #2 Mexico, which is 81% Catholic, compared to 55% for US Hispanics 
and 50% for Guatemala. In addition, Catholicism in Mexico has been more resilient to 
decline than in the rest of Latin America, and in my opinion this is due to Catholicism 
being part of a Mexican identity distinction with the more protestant United States. 
Other Latin American countries don't share a border with and didn't fight two major 
multi-year long wars against the United States. 


I will also proclaim with confidence that were you to investigate African Christianity, 
even those who call themselves "Catholics" and "Lutherans", you will find radical 
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deviations from how European Catholics and Lutherans practice it. Same with African 


Islam. 


East Asians I would predict to be doctrinaire if Christian; and if they wanted to 
ethnically distinguish themselves from white Europeans, they would just not be 
Christians, which is what most of them do. 


So, religion started as something tied to clans and groups. Then came the attempts at 
universal religions. Most failed, but a few succeeded past any secular empire, and 
eventually the monotheisms crack-up, back along group lines. The cracks exist early, 
and only grow with time. 


The success and persistence of the Catholic Church is legendary. But even they 
couldn't hold back the ethnic crack-up forever. It always comes. In their case 1,500 
years, but it came. Smaller cracks before then. 


THE RACE OF ISLAM 


George Galloway actually hit upon some reality when he said that while Islam isn't 
technically a biological race, Muslims tend to be browner. Opponents of Islam tend to 
be white, and the Muslims tend to be brown. Looks like a proxy race... conflict, to me. 


But then what about anti-Jewism, or "anti-Semitism"? Is that opposition to a religion, 
or what? 


Another thing that goes together is Christianity in the United States and "waving the 
murican flag". Atheists tend to be less nationalistic, or maybe it's more appropriate to 
say that people who are less nationalistic become atheists. 


Here's another thing; there's a growing set of "atheists" who don't talk about atheism, 
who don't signal hard against Christianity. They support Trump. They just happen to 
not believe in God. What is this? Why is this different from the other class of atheists 
who are overwhelmingly "liberal" and against group identity? 


A WHOLE NEW GAME? 


So along come the anarchists and German Historical School, who greatly influenced 
Karl Marx. The anarchists on antagonistic classes and opposition to private property, 
and the Historicists on their belief that "'economic law" was mostly a function of the 
psychology and cultural conditioning of people to value things. Put them together and 
you have a big bag of shit. 


Convincing poor people that they were put upon and exploited was, predictably, very 
easy to do. What was more difficult to do was convince them that the Russian or the 
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German was just like him, and to convince him to work 10 hours a day with as much 


vigour as if his pay or job security depended on it, even though it didn't at all. 


But what is telling is that, even in the USSR, up to the very end, there was a Ukrainian 
Communist Party, a Georgian Communist Party, an Uzbek, Kyrgyz, Estonian, 


Moldovan... they never went away. 


After 46 years of Communist education, the next generation of Poles, Hungarians and 
Romanians in the Warsaw Pact countries were still just as eager to break off from 


Soviet rule as when they started. 


Sure, they were probably convinced of a few "socialist" sentiments, but not to end their 


group identity. 


China, with the help of the Soviet Union handing over Manchuria to Mao, became 
"communist". But Mao eventually wanted to somehow separate China from Russia. For 


China to "chart its own path". 


To the rational observer — what the hell could that possibly mean? Nothing in 
substance, except that China was not Russia. Originally, North Korea was a 
"communist" country, but, like China, they never eschewed their ethnic identity. Now, 
the state doctrine of Juchei has no reference to Marx or Marxism. 


The "Communism" in Vietnam, who have a long history of antagonism with China, is 
called "Ho Chi Minh Thought", and is meant to be a philosophy specifically relevant to 


Vietnam. 


When talking about the Soviet Union during the Cold War, people in the United States 
would regularly go back and forth between "Soviets" and "Communists" and "Russians". 
Russians / Communists. Was the US competing against the religion of Marxism or the 
people of Russia? Anti-communist or anti- Russian? 


I don’ t know, is an anti- Semite against the Jewish religion or Jewish people? Is an 
"Islamophobe" against the religion or against Oriental Caucasians? Is someone who 
hates "conservatism" really that animated about 10% lower taxes, or does he just hate 
a certain kind of rural white person, especially if they are "southern"? 


This happens all the time, when organizations go around and swap the positions of the 
candidates. Examples being Obama and Romney, and Obama and McCain. And the black 
voters said they supported Romney's positions on everything when they were assigned 
to Obama. Same thing happened with Trump vs. Hillary; a majority of Republicans will 
support single—payer healthcare when they are told Trump supports it. 


And I have to ask, how much more intense do you want the universal one— world 
brainwashing to be? How hard core and how long does it have to be to finally create 


the nation-less man? 
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MONOTHEISM AND MONOIDEOLOGISM 


Conservative whites will say "I don't think along racial lines, I'm purely about values 
and beliefs and..." whatever. Whites who move out of areas because they become too 
"urban" or have "bad schools" will also tell you "race has nothing to do with it". 


And no doubt a bunch of them believe to themselves that it's not about race, damn the 


correlations. 


But look at the behaviour of all people, including white people, in their history; it's 
always groupish, against other Europeans and certainly against non—- Europeans. 


You have these crazy people running around saying they're going to make identity 
politics gone, the world will be post- racial, post- ethnic, but only after the grievances 
of the wronged groups are redressed. Of course that is never defined, and can never 
be satisfied. The reality is that these whites are just dupes for a grievance narrative, 
just as they were dupes for the communists. 


God damn, people form groups around stupid sports teams, around anime, around video 
game systems. They form around political parties when they don't have a clue what the 
party even says! And white people, even after being gaslight into thinking that "racism" 
is just this horrific demonic evil responsible for all the bad things, STILL self— 
segregate and commute two hours a day just to avoid blacks. 


But oh yes, we're going to end group identity and group conflict. I'll set my watch to 
never. The dirty little secret is that we're pretty close to the high-water mark of 


"post-racialism". 


Meanwhile these universalist whites can only win elections about half the time by 
aligning with blacks and Hispanics who are all about group identity, and who are on 
track to make up over half of the Democrat Party as they slide into irrelevance, and the 
main opposition is the implicitly white Republican Party. It used to be that the 
democrats were universalist whites with some black and Hispanic support; now the 
universalist whites are clearly the junior partner in the democrat coalition. 


Their thinking may constitute half the Democrat Party right now, that's debateable. But 
that segment is falling as it becomes more and only about race, first implicitly, then 
explicitly. North Korea was "communist", then they deviated in doctrine (implicit 
rejection of universal communism), then explicitly removed any reference to 


communism. 


And once it's no longer white people in the Democrat party, the total racial nature of 
US and soon continental European politics, which it was all along, will become manifest. 
It'll be a lot harder to believe when it's no longer white faces promoting black and 


brown grievance narratives. 
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You think white nationalism is a million miles away? It's right there, it's always been 
there, and turning the implicit explicit 1s like crossing the street. You will be shocked at 


how quick it happens. 


A lot of high IQs like to separate race and ideology, but that's not how this 1s going to 


go. That's never how this goes. 


THE HERITABILITY OF POLITICAL VIEWS 


The Iron Law of Heritability 
From Thomas Bouchard 2004: 

“As Rutter (2002) noted, ‘Any dispassionate reading of the evidence leads to the 
inescapable conclusion that genetic factors play a substantial role in the origins of 
individual differences with respect to all psychological traits, both normal and 
abnormal’ (p. 2). Put concisely, all psychological traits are heritable.” 


604| Page 


Core Issues Reader | 


Faulk, R. 


Bouchard then points to the general heritabilities of commonly used psychological 
traits (shown on the following page): 
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among psychologists that all general psychological traits are to some degree heritable. 
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So when we explore any kind of psychological variation, the question is not “is that 
variation down to genetics” , the question is “HOW MUCH of the variation we see is 
down to genetics” , because it is always going to be some. 


Heritability of Political Views Within the United States 

There is a general misunderstanding of how twin studies are done. The common 
conception of twin studies is that identical twins are separated at birth, and then you 
see how similar they are in various traits when they grow up in different environments. 


This has the obvious problem in that the range of environments of adopted twins may 
not reflect the range of environments for the whole population. 


Another, better, way to do twin studies is simply to compare identical and non— 
identical twins reared in the same environment. Non- identical twins share roughly 
50% of their genes + additional similarity from assortive mating, whereas identical 
twins share almost 100% of their genes. 


So instead of controlling for genes and looking at the impact of environmental variation, 
twin studies can control for environment and look at the impact of an increase in 
genetic similarity. 


For example, IQ scores. What they do is look at how similar the IQs of non- identical 
twins are, and then compared that to how much MORE similar the IQs of identical twins 
are; to see how much an impact an increase of 50% genetic similarity has. 


For example, if the IQs of non- identical twins correlate with each other at 0.5, and the 
IQs of identical twins correlate at 0.8, then that implies the general heritability of IQ in 
the populations examined is 0.6, or 60%. This is because a 50% increase in genetic 
similarity produced a 30% increase in IQ similarity. 


But because of assortive mating, this is going to be an underestimate, because couples 
are not randomly selected; couples tend to be more genetically similar to each other 
than they are to the general population. 


If, for example, non- identical twins aren’ t 50% genetically similar, but are 60% 
genetically similar, then identical twins are only going to be 40% more similar than 
non-identical twins. If non-identical twins were 60% genetically similar in the 
previous example, then the estimated heritability of IQ would be 75% instead of 60% - 
this is because the jump from non- identical to identical is only 40% more genetic 
similarity this time, and this 40% increase produces a 30% increase in IQ score 
similarity. And 0.3 / 0.4 is 0.75. 


But then there is another problem, which is that assortive mating is based on traits in a 
person, not their genes. And so let’ s say non-identical twins are 55% genetically 
similar across the whole genome; well, for genes relevant to IQ, they may be 70 96 
genetically similar. And so in this case, identical twins only represent a 30% increase 
in genetic similarity, but produce a 30% increase in similarity of IQ scores, which 
would mean the real heritability of IQ in this population is 100%. 


That digression aside, if we just go with the most basic and nurture- friendly approach, 
assuming a non- identical twins have 5096 genetic similarity, and identical twins have 
100% similarity, we find in most studies the heritability of “political views" to be 
around 0.4: 
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US2008 Att 
US2008 Lib-Con 
US2008 RWA 
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 
Genetic Variance 


But keep in mind that this “0.4 heritability of political views” is like says “there is a 
15-point IQ gap between blacks and whites” . The heritability of political views 
increases with age, and there’ s no industry -standard age when studies on the 
heritability of political views start asking. 


According to a Virginia Twin study, the heritability of political views is around 0.57 by 
age 50: 


The heritability of political views also varies by issue. A study on Swedish twins, 
which had 2,338 identical twins and 4,868 non- identical twins, found that the 
heritability of immigration views was higher than any other issue: 


Heritability of Political Opinions in Swedish Twins 
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This was also found back in a 2001 study which looked at heritability of various 


psychological traits. Views on immigration had a heritability of 0.46, the second 
highest heritability of any political item, and was the third most heritable out of thirty 
psychological items, behind opinion on the death penalty and enjoyment of roller 
coaster rides. 


And remember, this is assuming a genetic similarity of non- identical twins of 0.5, 
when it could be higher across the whole genome, and higher still for those genes 
associated with psychological traits, which would mean that the increase in 
psychology -relevant genetic similarity you get going from non- identical to identical 
twins is probably less than 50%, and so all these heritabilities from all of these studies 
would be higher. 


Molecular Genetic Data 
Regarding group differences, researchers are starting to find some genes associated 
with social sensitivity and collectivism, and how those genes differ by race. 


A 2010 paper by Way and Lieberman looked at country differences in allele 
frequencies two gene locations: A118G and MAOA-uVNTR, both of which have been 
independently found to correlate with social sensitivity WITHIN populations. For 
example, a Swede with the “G” allele at the gene location A118G is more sensitive to 
social pressure than a Swede with a different allele. 


(You need to within-group validate the gene otherwise you’ ll just have correlations 
with genes between groups, which could be coincidental. I.e. - if Japan has any purely 
cultural difference with Europeans, AND some genetic difference with Europeans, even 
if that genetic difference has zero causal impact on the cultural difference, the cultural 
difference will correlate with the genetic difference. This is why they must be 
validated WITHIN populations before comparisons between populations are made.) 
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They also used a combination of indexes of collectivism and individualism in from four 
databases, and plotted those results with allele frequency data. 


Way and Lieberman’ s results for A118G 
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Chiao and Blizinsky did the same thing in 2009 with the location 5 - HTTLPR, plotting 


population differences between populations in the proportion with the “S” allele with 
individualism and collectivism in those countries: 
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Out of curiosity, I plotted Chiao 
and Blizinsky? s numbers by 
country with country results 
from a Pew Survey results on 
various free speech questions: 
First the proportion of 
percentage of people who 
support the right to criticize 


government and the percentage of the population with the “S” variant of the 5— 


HTTLPR gene: = 


20 30 40 50 60 


Next is the right to criticize one’ s own religion: 
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offensive to minorities” means the same thing in China as it does in Germany. For 
example, I have personal experience of people who support banning “hate speech” 
but don’ t support banning sites like The Alternative Hypothesis. Even though there is 
plenty on this site that “minorities” will be offended by. I suspect a typical Chinaman 
who opposes “hate speech” would be against banning this site, however a German 
who similarly says he is “against hate speech” would be more likely to support 
banning this site. 


So if there is a bit of fuzziness between countries as to what these questions are 
actually asking, that will dampen any correlation because the effect of different 
countries having slightly different conceptions of what the questions are asking would 
be to introduce randomness. 
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That said, we still see a meaningful correlation between frequency of the “S” allele 
and various free speech issues. If you think these correlations are weak, remember 
that the correlation between an individual parent and their child’ s height is about 
0.45. And also keep in mind that these are just individual genes. 
It’ s also important to know that support for laws that ban speech critical of 
"minorities" is something that distinguishes the first and the third world. If you click 
above the links and look into the data, you will see that Latin American countries are 
about as supportive of free speech as European countries, even though "Hispanics" 
in the United States are less supportive of free speech than European- Americans 
are. However, one of the distinguishing traits between the first and the third world is 
that the third world is more likely to support laws that prohibit speech "offensive" to 
"minorities" , and there are internally —validated genetic correlates that explain part 
of this. Obviously we have a long way to go to show the full extent of genetic 
causation, but it can’ t just be hand— waved away as totally environmental. 


You may find instances where the correlations between allele frequencies and a given 
trait add up to more than 1. This just means that “genes for” that trait tend to evolve 
together in sets. Le. the G allele of A118G probably has its own independent effect, but 
its presence also indicates that you probably have other alleles that CAUSE an 
individual to be more collectivist within a given environment. And a .4 correlation 
between that G allele and collectivism takes into account both the direct effects of that 
single allele, AND the effects of other alleles that a person who has the G allele also 
tends to have. 


But the point is that the twin studies find heritability estimates of around 4096 for 
political views in general, and slightly above 5096 for views on immigration. 


Environment is not all it’ s cracked up to be 

Now, when someone says, “X trait is 50% heritable” , they’ re not only referring just 
to a specific environmental range, but the “non—heritable” or “environmental” 
proportion of the variance may not mean what you think it means. 


For example, a twin study from 2011 found the heritability of independent reading to 
be 0.62 at age 10 and 0.55 at age 11. 

There have also been studies on the heritability of diet. For example, this study here 
estimated the heritability of diet to be 0.32. 


However, that' s just an aggregate. Another study found for example, the heritability 
in men of how many potatoes you eat was 0.68, what we call vegetables 0.24 heritable, 
red meat 0.34, etc. If you want to see the complete breakdown, you can look through 
the tables in that study. 

Exercise and sports participation also have high substantial heritabilities. This - 

study put the heritability of voluntary non- sports exercise at 0.63 for males and 0.32 
for females, and the heritability of sports exercise at 0.684 for males and 0.398 for 
females. 

'This replicated an older study that found the heritability of sports exercise at 0.83 for 
males and 0.35 for females, and non- sports exercise at 0.62 for males and 0.29 for 
females. This study gave an overall heritability of exercise of 0.49. 

Intuitively, it seems that "independent reading” would be a good proxy for the 
intellectual environment one creates for themselves. Which is to say that, in the United 


States at age 10 and 11, the heritability of a person' s intellectual environment is 
about 50% to 60%? 
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The next thing to note is the difference between “shared” and “unshared” 
environment. The term “shared environment” , in the context of twin studies, is the 
environment that twins share with each other as a result of being in the family they are 
in. 


In short, “shared” environment is the environment that was given to you, while 
“unshared” environment is the environment you create. 


Which then calls into question what “environmental” really means. Let me give two 
examples: one involving strength training and the other involving vocabulary. 


1. Bob and Bill, in an untrained state, lift almost exactly the same amount of weights in 
any lift. However Bob, for genetic reasons, goes to the gym, works out and builds 
muscles. Bill doesn’ t. Thus there develops a gap in strength and muscle mass 
between Bob and Bill. So is the difference in muscle mass and strength between Bob 
and Bill due to a genetic or environmental difference? Well, it’ s kind of environmental, 
but the environmental difference stemmed from the genetic difference. 


2. The same thing could happen with independent reading; Bob and Bill, if they both 
read the same amount, would have the same active vocabulary. But Bill, for genetic 
reasons, does independent reading, and thus has a more active vocabulary. 


So when someone says the heritability of a trait is 0.5, and the rest is down to 
“environment” , unless otherwise specified, they are almost always talking about 
direct heritability only. 


But that “environment” proportion is itself always a function of genetic variation to 
some degree. And this is important when getting into the next part of this series on 
civilizational tendencies. 


A HOLISIS 
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My views on race differences did not come from some heavy —handed indoctrination 


from anyone. It came from looking at atlases and tables. I love tables and lists, when 
I m bored I will make lists out of things just for fun. 


Murray Rothbard, when reading about regulatory policies of the US Federal 
Government, said that he did not set out to find some conspiracy - but that the 
conspiracies just popped right out at him. Seeing these conspiracies between industry 
and government was not a product of some analysis on Rothbard’ s part at first. It was 
a holisis, or an immediate piecing together of a narrative based on a scattershot of 
information. And here I’ m going to try to convey in a single article the “holisis” of 
information I slowly internalized over a 2—year period. 


This is how it starts. Then you dig deeper and usually confirm the holisis, sometimes 
you don' t. Sometimes you stick to your initial impressions long past the point that any 
reasonable person would have changed his mind. 


And so with race differences, when you look at the global data, and then “inequality” 
within white countries, it isn’ t some grand effort or bigotry to “just assume 
genetics” .It' s that a genetic difference between the races is just an explanation that 
"pops out at you” ,it' snot “assumed” in the colloquial sense but something you 
unavoidably run into. To the contrary, once exposed to the full array of data, it takes 
tremendous effort to NOT see the systematic race differences; such differences most 
easily explained by genetic differences, and so that becomes the operational position. 


FAMILY AND RACE 
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In the previous article in this series I made a distinction between shared 
( *unchosen" ) and unshared ( *chosen" ) environment. 


But let' s go out even further; even the proportion of the environment that you had 
zero personal choice in, the one directly given to you by your parents - well, what 
proportion of your genes do you share with your parents? Compared to a background 
relatedness of zero, half. 


Your parenting is influenced by the traits of your parents, who you share a quarter of 
your genes with, and other family members, who you share varying proportions of 
your genes with. 


But of course there’ s a broader environment beyond that - the broader economic 
context of the country and region that you are in. 


You can get more complex than this, but let’ s use race, because that’ s what I know a 
little bit about. Hammer - nail? Perhaps, but I can' t help it. 


As the late Henry Harpending showed, Fst values function as an inverse kinship 
coefficient times two. 


So you have a kinship coefficient of 0.5 with your parents, assuming a background 
relatedness to everyone else of zero. However, if you took other Europeans as the 
background population, set that kinship to zero, then your kinship with Africans would 
be —0.32, i.e. a negative value. But the European- African gap is one of the biggest 
race gaps, let’ s say the average Fst distance is .125, which would give us a kinship of 
—0.25 with “other races” in the aggregate. 


Putting this number on top of other relations, we can come up with a rough 
visualization of the relatedness you have with the people who influence your beliefs 
compared to your relatedness with the rest of humanity: 


All Other Contacts 


Friends / Ext. Family 


Nuclear 
Family 
7596 


37.596 


'This is assuming 


that 90% of your 
contacts are of the same race as 
you. ~22.5% 

So just adding these up, one may consider a “rough and 


ready' guesstimate for the heritability of your unchosen political environment to be 
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about 44.9%. And a “rough and ready” guesstimate for chosen political environment 
to be about 55% (based on the heritability of independent reading mentioned in the - 
previous article in this series). 

Based on twin studies covered in the previous article, the direct heritability of political 
views in the United States is around 0.4, and if the heritability of the environment is 
about 0.5, this would give us a direct and indirect heritability of political views of about 
0.7 (factoring in that the environmentality, which explains 60% of the variance, is itself 
about 50% heritable). 


But this is assuming that race only has a 25% of akind of “phenotypic relevance” to 
the variance in political views, when there is reason to believe it is higher. And that is 
that several genes associated with brain development show higher levels of 
population (race) differentiation than genes associated with skin pigmentation: 
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We can also look at a similar index called the Freedom House Press Freedom Index: 


Like with the Reporters Without Borders index, Freedom House found that Latin 
America has a less free press than North America and Western Europe, despite the 
Pew Survey results suggesting Latin Americans support a free press about the same 
as Western Europeans do. 


'This is evidence for the idea that Hispanic, along with black, oriental and east Asian 
voting is weighted toward “the gibs” , or free stuff given to them by the government. 
And so even though they may support free speech in the abstract, when it comes to 
voting, all that matters is which politician they think is going to give them the most free 
stuff. The result being that issues such as free speech and regulatory burden never get 
dealt with, and the “special interests” , “lobbyists” , “deep state” or whatever you 
want to call it are able to just pile on more crap and there' s no party that is motivated 
to deal with it, because the parties are just trying to get votes by promising free stuff. 


But we can also open the lid and look within the United States, and see that Africans 
and Latin Americans living inside the United States will supporting silencing 
something so long as it is labelled "hate speech" : 


Support for banning hate speech 


70% 
62% 
60% 
50% 
50% 
43% 
40% 36% 
% 
= 24% È 
-- 14% 
10% 
" L 
African Americans Hispanic Americans White Americans Now part 
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nl utt s "Kc . be 
E: . 4 


[E bod 
Europeans in the United States perceiving 
themselves as “minorities” , whereas in their own countries they aren’ t 
“minorities” . 


down to non— 


But that is why the global data is important, because blacks aren' t a minority in 
Ethiopia, and they oppose free speech there too. 
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We also see the same pattern in Britain, where non— Europe 


SUPPORT FREE SPEECH EVEN IF IT OFFENDS 


UK born foreign born 


WHITE BANGLADESHI BLACK AFRICAN BLACK INDIAN PAKISTANI 
CARIBBEAN 


Souce: Saggar et al/MAC 2012 


One may chalk up the opposition to free speech among Arabs as being an 

“environmental” impact of Islam. But of course, if Europeans opposed free speech 
and were hyper-religious, where would that “environment” in Europe come from? In 
that situation, would we say that the Catholic Church was the environmental impact 
that promoted anti—free speech norms in Western Europe? 


CONFORMITY 
Earlier on in this article, I showed is data on genes associated with social 
sensitivity. But there was also as y by Taylor Feer a that measured opinion 


conformity in response to a Ed coania consensus using students at William 
and Mary. 

People were given a 100- question questionnaire on various topics, and those answers 
were recorded. 


They were then put into “discussion groups” , but the other people in those groups 
weren’ t other subjects like them, but were people pretending to be random subjects, 
they were actually confederates of the experiment who were there simply to disagree 
with the real subject. 


After the “discussion group” , the real subjects were then asked to re—answer the 
questions on the questionnaire. 
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'The degree to which the subjects changed their answers on this second survey in 
response to the “discussion group” was labelled their “conformity” . 


The degree to which the subjects either didn’ t say anything, or publicly stated things 
in the discussion group that were contrary to what they said when they took the 
survey the SECOND time was labelled “censorship” . 


Le. - if a person publicly agreed with the discussion group, but later when taking the 

questionnaire the second time held fast to their original opinions, that was called 

censorship. If they outright changed their responses toward the direction of the 
“discussion group” , that was conformity. 


On average, whites in the experiment conformed 54.6% as much as the non-whites, 
but they censored 77% as much. 


Opinion Conformity Following Discussion Groups (Feenstra 2014) 
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Minority White Minority White 
(Feenstra, S Tu 2014) 
Figure 5: Mean frequency of censorship by Figure 6: Mean degree of censorship by race. 
race. Lines represent one standard error. Lines represent one standard error. 


Now this result is profound, and we would expect the difference to be even bigger 
among the general population, as the subjects in this experiment were all William and 
Mary students; and so we would expect a black and a white at William and Mary to be 
more psychologically similar than two randomly selected white and black people. 


Because even with affirmative action, the cognitive differences between the races are 
going to be smaller at any given university than it is among the general population. 
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Another indicator of race and conformity would be belief in significant man-made 
global warming, and on that, as one would expect, non- whites are more likely to 
believe this than whites: 


Hispanics More Likely than Whites to Say Hi........ 
nave Warmed the Planet 


æ of U.S. adults sayi:., 


No solid evidence Earth is getting warmer because or 
wiat tne eann iz 
eciting warmer Human activity NAUTA patterns 
nispanic 
black 
White Whites disbelieve in human— 
-— caused global warming 53-44%, 
o 


while blacks believe in it 56— 
Note: Whites and blacks include only non-Hispanics; Hispanics are of any race. 4396, and Hispanics believe in 


Those saying "don't know" are not shown. it 70-30%. 
Source: Pew Research Center survey, Aug. 15-25, 2014 w ies . h aek 
EA EEE t salso interesting to note t at blacks and 
Hispanics in the United States 
are more likely to trust 
the government than whites are: 
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trust In government 
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Always/ Onk 
must Of somewuw qrwa 
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36 96 36 % 
ETT 19 67 13 1-10u 


Post grad 23 68 8 1-100 
college degree 19 70 1U 1=1UU 
some college 18 66 15 171Uu 
HS or less 19 66 14  1i-1iuu 
Republican/Lean Rep 11 71 18 1-100 
Conservative 9 70 20 *-1UU 
Mod/Lib 14 72 14 *=100 
Democrat/Lean Dem 26 65 7 1-1UU 
Cons/Mod 25 67 7 1-1UU0 
Liberal 28 64 7 1-100 
Among Rep/Lean Rep 
Politically engaged (48%) 6 71 22 1-100 
Less engaged (52%) 15 70 15 *=100 
Among Dem/Lean Dem 
Politicallyengaged (34%) — 27 65 7 2=100 
Less engaged (66%) 26 65 7 1=100 


Survey conducted Aug, 27-Oct. 4, 2015. 015. Whites and blacks include 
only those who are not Hispanic; Hispanics are of any race 
Figures may notadd to 100% because of rounding. 
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In the United Kingdom, non—- whites have more faith in parliament than whites do: 


TRUST IN PARLIAMENT 


UK bom foreign born 


WHITE BANGLADESHI BLACK AFRICAN BLACK INDIAN PAKISTANI 
CARIBBEAN 


Souce: Saggar et al/MAC 2012 


By comparison, whites have higher IQs and are more likely to believe in evolution. 


Now - question time: if you were some shadowy elite trying to secretly rule the 
world, who would you be trying to increase the political power of? 


BIG GOVERNMENT / SMALL GOVERNMENT 


As detailed elsewhere on the Alternative Hypothesis, there are big differences 


Detwee e races e S ) I e size E 


We can also see that there appears to be a relation between support for big 
government when in the United States, and scores on the Heritage Foundation Index 


of Economic Freedom for the countries the racial groups came from: 
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Source: Terry Miller, Kim R. Holmes, and Edwin J. Feulner, 2013 Index of Economic Freedom 
(Washington, D.C.: The Heritage Foundation and Dow Jones & Company, Inc., 2013), " 
http://www.heritage.org/index. Map 1 @ heritage.org 


important factors in the index of economic freedom is overregulation and corruption. 
And the truth is that blacks and Hispanics probably are not in favour of oceans of 
regulations, and they are not in favour of courts being arbitrary and able to shut people 
down for trivial reasons and fuzzy law. 


I ran a correlation between the percent white a state was in 2012 and their fiscal and 
regulatory freedom in the CATO “Freedom in 50 states” index from 2016. I ran a 
logarithmic correlation and got a correlation of 0.321. I was surprised it was as high as 
this, given the phenomena of whites in states such as Vermont and Maine voting 
heavily Democrat, while heavily black southern states voting Republican due to white 
bloc—voting. 
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And there is a negative impact on the budget that comes from voting for these 
things, as detailed here. 
How this manifests politically is support for political parties that most closely resemble 


the government policies in third (and second) world countries. 


To repeat, someone can say that this correspondence is a function of “culture” , but 
"culture" doesn' t just come out of the sky. These are beliefs and ways that real 
people of real biology have. I’ m not to say that the variation is 100% down to direct 
and indirect genetic effects. The scores of Belarus and Ukraine, and possibly Russia, 
may just be, at least in part, the long tail of a fluke historical event in October 1917. 
Cuba and Argentina probably wouldn' t score super- high on this index if not for 
certain events that led to authoritarian leaders being able to quickly take power. 


In East Asia we see an exception, with Japan, South Korea and Taiwan scoring higher 
than China, North Korea and Vietnam. But even that exception seems to prove the rule, 
as Japan, South Korea and Taiwan were all occupied by the United States and had at 
their outset governments installed by the United States. Whereas the East Asian, 
under his own devices, created countries that score lower on this index. 


One counter could be the rise of Communism in China, which could be considered a 

"historical fluke" just as communism in Russia, and was in fact made possible by the 
Soviet Union, creating Maoist China. Then Maoist China made possible North Korea 
and, as much as the Vietnamese wouldn' t want to admit it, “communist” Vietnam. 
However, prior to the rise of Communism in China, China would probably be considered 

"less free" than western Europe - but then again, so was Russia. So perhaps the 
rise of “communism” among Russians (and the Balkans) and among the East Asians, 
was, even if traceable to an environmental spark, needed some underlying genetic 
traits to get the fire going. 


And certainly Eastern and Western Europeans are genetically distinguishable and there 

are differences in breeding patterns along the Hajnal Line that may have selected for 

different traits in Eastern and Western Europeans. And so Eastern Europeans being 
"White European' in appearance but of the old world in behavioural pattern. 


VOTING IN CANADA AND UK 

The ways in which racial groups vote in the United States has been well documented 
on this site here and here. 

In the UK, third world peoples tend to vote for “Labour” : 
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Canadian elections, but I was able to find some things that tell us that it is much the 
same story in Canada as in the US and UK. First is the fact that of the 47  *visible 
minorities" in Canada' s Parliament, 39 are part of the "Liberal Party" . Muslims 
in Canada in 2015 voted Liberal 65% of the time, NDP 10% of the time, Conservative 
296 of the time, other party 296 of the time, and the rest didn' t vote. 

The site "multicultural meanderings” analysed the 33 ridings (similar to house 
districts) with 50%+ “visible minorities" . And it found that the Liberal Party won 
30 of the 33 seats, NDP won 1 seat, and the Conservatives won 2. 

France, Germany and Sweden don' t have racial data. 


GRIEVANCE GALORE 
Within Africa itself, 35% of Nigerians and 53% of Kenyans say that ethnic 
discrimination is a significant barrier to them having a job: 


Additionally, in Kenya, about the same proportion said they would be willing to take 
political action to deal with ethnic discrimination as would be willing to deal with 
government corruption: 
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Nigeria 59 white population. In Nigeria, the Igbo and Yoruba 
south Africa 60 


craft grievance narratives around what exists in 
Discrimination against ethnic groups* | Nigeria. 
Kenya Ln In Zimbabwe, while the anti-white racial 
20 hatredis the stuff of legend, less known is that 
*Results for South Africa not included due to administrative error. the Ndebele, a minority ethnicity, 


Source: Spring 2016 Global Attitudes Survey. Q94a-f apparently receive less land and less food aid 
PEW RESEARCH CENTER 


per-capita in Zimbabwe than the dominant Shona tribe does. 
'This is something I predicted: as whites flee Africa, and the period 

of colonialism becomes more and more distant, the Africans will return to grievance 
narratives surrounding other black tribes. 

Or maybe the Chinese in some cases, as more Chinese enter Africa and exist as 
salient entities to become a new focal point of grievance. Also East Asians will 
become “racist” within their own countries as well. 

The website. “Peoples Under Threat? documents minority groups around the world 
facing various forms of threats - economic marginalization, physical attacks, political 
marginalization - and created this map of where they think the big oppressions are 
going on worldwide: 


DEGREE TO WHICH "MINORITIES" ARE UNDER THREAT AROUND THE WORLD ACCORDING TO THE 
WEBSITE "PEOPLES UNDER THREAT" 
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organization for NOT 

falling for the BS in the United States. I’ m sceptical about India, given that it is such a 
large and diverse country that there’ s bound to be some ethnic oppression going on, 


even if it’ s accidental. 


In Haiti, according to an article from the Dominican Times which references a Gallup 
poll that I cannot validate, 54.696 of Dominicans say Haitians face discrimination. 
Humorously, there has been much media buzz about the Ethiopian migrants to Israel. 
So the state of Israel chose to take in people from a country that rates dark orange on 
this map of tribal / ethnic conflict, and is then surprised to find that these people find a 
way to “be oppressed” , get media sympathy for their oppressions, and do big 
demonstrations in Israel about how unfairly they are being treated. They have learned 
very quickly to use the language of “justice” , “rights” and “racism” . 


Strangely, none of them are trying to go back to Ethiopia. 


So what happens in White European countries when they bring in non- Europeans? The 
answer, of course, just like everywhere else, is grievance. 


In Finland, you get mainstream publications talking about how Finland is a racist 
country, how 66% of Finns say Finland isa “racist” country, how anti- 
discrimination laws are necessary, and big rallies to battle all of the "racism" in 
Finland. 
In Sweden, you get mainstream publications talking about how Sweden is a racist 
country, you get black lives matter in Sweden, and you have a discrimination act in 
Sweden designed to deal with all of the “discrimination” that those bigoted Swedes 
are doing. But fear not, like in Sweden, there are no shortage of Swedes willing to 
rally against “racism” in Sweden. 
Norway also, in 2006, passed a law barring racial discrimination in Norway, and 
there are people doing little stunts designed to get Norwegians thinking they' re 
“racist” , and of course rallies against “racism” . 
In Denmark, some first—worldists tried to have a rally against third— world influence on 
Denmark, but were outnumbered 33 to 1. It’ s important to have these rallies, though, 
because the Danish government, in response to a gang—war between two third world 
tribes living in Denmark, deported all criminal non-citizens involved. And these are 
the important things to march against, you see! 
Of course in the UK, where a white man in his 20s is rated by the population as 
having the worst character traits of any age—race-—gender group in the UK, in 
defiance of all crime and income data saying that, just like everywhere else, it’ s 


629|Page 


Core Issues Reader | Faulk, R. 


blacks who are the worst in all these categories, you still have more non- whites 
claiming to be discriminated against than whites. From the website integration hub: 
"13.6 per cent of respondents to the citizenship survey reported experiencing 
harassment compared to only 2.2 per cent of white people. 7 per cent of white 
people said racial or religious harassment was a problem in their local area 
compared to 16 per cent of Asians, 17 per cent of blacks, 16 per cent of mixed 
ethnic people, and 9 per cent of Chinese. Higher proportions of those saying it was 
a problem in their local area were found in London, the west midlands, and 
Yorkshire & the Humber; lower proportions in the south west, wales, and the east 
midlands." 
And so I wondered, what proportion of these regions voted “Labour” ? And while I 
haven' t run a regression, the regions of London, West Midlands, Yorkshire and 
Humber visually appear to vote Labour at a higher rate than the rest of the 
country. 


2010 AND 2015 UK GENERAL ELECTION RESULTS 
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And so “racial discrimination” in the UK seems to be entirely a function of to what 
extent the meme of “discrimination” has gotten into your brain, presuming that big 
“Labour” regions are more into all the bugaboos about ethnic oppression. 


And of course Canada has organizations popping up to deal with the big problem of 
“racism” in Canada. The CBC also tackles the issue of “racism” in Canada. 
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But the real takeaway is that a culture of “racism” and “anti-racism” and 
“discrimination” , all of these things are things that you get when you have non- 
whites in your country. They are the politics of grievance. They don' t just exist in 

the United States, and they have nothing to do with historical events. 


Those historical events that they hype up - those are just the things that they latch 
onto for the United States in particular. Slavery, segregation, and now the new era 

of “white privilege" and "institutional racism" . These exotic, unfalsifiable and 
roundabout ideas will increase proportionate with racial diversity. 


It won' t stop, there are zero signs of it stopping or even decelerating. It is a function 
of having Non- Europeans in a European country. 


Black Africans in China have “racism” , Indians in China have “racism” , Chinese in 
Africa and Malaysia have “racism” , Chinese in Italy have started a low-level race 
war against Arab migrants, Europeans in Africa get positively gutted, and, FOR THE 
SHOCKING REVEAL: all these groups, when they enter European countries, embrace 
the politics of grievance once they are in those European countries. 


FISCAL IMPACT 


For the United States: 

As pointed out in a previous post, even if you assign 10046 of the United States 
military budget to whites, whites still, on net, pay $249.5 billion more in taxes in 2014 
than they consume in government services. 


Blacks, even with whites shouldering 100% of the military budget, on net cost $306.5 
billion, or $7,700 per person, and Hispanics cost $291.3 billion, or $5,160 per person. 
The numbers in the United States are driven mostly by the differences in tax 
payments; differences in use of government services is less important. 


For other countries, I don’ t have the same kind of detailed analysis. But all the 
evidence that exists points to the situation being “much of the same” . 


For Britain, the integration hub once again delivers a smorgasbord of data showing the 
futility of integration. First, the proportion of each ethnic group in Britain living in 
relative poverty: 


Thigh roughly corresponds with wealth by ethnic group, but not entirely: 
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are being paid, on a per capita basis, by the white British, the white other, 
and probably highest per capita, the Indians. 


S The problem though is that there is no such thing as an “Indian” , as India is 
composed to several genetically —distinguishable populations, and castes that 
have different expressed IQs, and based on generations of a de facto eugenics and 
“> segregated breeding program in India, almost some of the differences are 
going to be genetically -based. Which is to say, the high wealth of “Indians” in 
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We can also look at economic inactivity by ethnic 
group in Britain: 
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higher Nc m, poverty 
rate of ESe OLET MIUIGI I I'ILAC Indians is 


gz evidence of more genetic diversity of the 
“Indian” 


5 population in 
super-elite and some who are 


And in 
welfare 
use, the 
pattern is the same, with only the Chinese and Indians using jobseeker’ s 
allowance at a lower rate than whites: 


Source DWP 
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A humorous statistic is 
NEET (not employed, 
educated or 
INDLELOTINY 1 LIN LLIVIE LXI IVEILIN J trained) 
vOUATIUN, OK LRAINING percentage by 


BANGLA- BLACK tU ACA CHINESE INDIAN 


E names - ethnic group: 
DESHI AFR £ 
16-18 


29% 29% 


Another thing to 
note is that the 
kind of work 
that whites do 
“real production” work, as 
“education” , which non- whites 


tends to be more of the 


opposed to the services, food industry and 
disproportionately work in: 
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So not only do non- whites work 


less in the UK, but the 
. Ci . UVa - 


"backbone work” of 
resource production of 
manufacturing. 


Data 


ROUTING occupatis for other countries is less readily available. 


Never worked and wisrsssrexewzem In France, we can see that 
ull-time stude Africans are about twice 


as ” than whites 
are, however 
“unemp A loyed 
" is defined 
i v 
WHITE BRITISH MINORITY BANGLADESHI BLACK BLACK 
AFRICAN CARIBBEAN 
France: 
France zi «4 Y 
outlaws any 
HINESE INDIAN MIXED PAKISTANI WHITE OTHER 
government statistics of ource: ONS Census E&W 20) racial data, and thus racial 


data is very sparse. 
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Also immigrants from north Africa and the middle east have lower levels of 
"higher education” . But one should always 

Koots ma ke a diffe CHILES be sceptical of this, as, by 
ome measures, blacks 


S 
inthe Unemployment rate, under 30 years ola, zuiz, 7. UK 


have 


"higher education levels" 0 10 20 30 4U than 

whites. For "education levels" , the 

Atrican immigrants sources 
can easily 
cook vescenda nts oft the data 
inthe Atricanimmigrants way 
they present 
it to NO 1m migrant roots you, in 

addition 

to the universities just admitting | a whole bunch of brown 

Higher education graduation rates ot people ahead of better 

yan - = qualified whites and 
using 25- to 35-year-olds, 2008, h grade inflation to ensure their 
graduation. There’ s : all 
ae — 0 10 20 30 ^. 

Notimmigrants or stupid 
little children of immigrants games 
third E = - 

Children of immigrants 

from: 

South-East Asia 

Morocco or Tunisia 


Central and west Africa 
Portugal 

The Sahel 

Algeria 

Turkey 


Sources: France Stratégie; INSEE worldists can play with “education 


Economist.com > 
level . 


In Denmark, 84% of welfare recipients are “non-western migrants” . 
In Germany, 80% of the Turks live off welfare. 
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While older, there was a paper done that compared the poverty rates of non- EU to EU 


migrants and native-born citizens of Spain, Germany and Sweden: 


Pace 2: vWUrRmy pU Ver j micoenimairy Vy ciltzerisiip sacs dnu'vgarmyy ‘Ul 'oirar cvs 


Now one may 

the other— 

immigrant wages 
German citizens 
EU 15 
Other nationalities 


Born in Germany 
I] H3 cen sees 
Bom abroad 


imagine that 


Working poor 96 of the % ofalwe&. 4, nationality 
rave (in 96 working poor - -eamers s will increase in the 
6.7 88.4 93.94 7 following 
4.3 14 e ie generations, but in the 
18.7 102 4.9 44 US, the differences in 

` wages between first and 
6.5 83.1 89.1 second generation 
11.1 169 10.77" immigrant families is 

negligible: 


All wage earners — 7.0 
-Source: Luxembourg Income Study, own calculations—————__It’. s possible that 
Source: Luxembourg Income Study, own calculations these countries are different 


and in these countries, there will be much bigger increases from first to second 


ANIG 9. VFYUInIIMH PUVOEILY HI OWCUTI VY vIUZCIOIHBJ OWU ANU vUUIIUYy VI WITLI, £euvu 


generation than 


0% 


Percentage Wage Diferential 


-10% 


Ist Generation 2nd Generation 


what you saw 


2j DUAE pu E ee mb. saa ast — —, 


Falling Relative Wages of First 
and Second Generation Workers 


14.60% 


6.396 


2nd Generation 
(2000) (2030) 


Ist Generation 


Ist Generation 2nd Generation 


(1940) (1970) (1970) (2000) 


Source: Borjas, 2006, p. 59. 


in the United States to where they will earn on par with non-immigrants. But that’ sa 
proposal in need of evidence. 


Don’ t be so quick to chalk up big racial gaps in wages up to "immigrant status” . The 
countries that people like them created and that they fled are the way they are for a 


reason. 
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Another country we have okay data on is Canada. Not surprisingly, they have roughly 
the same racial disparities as everywhere else. And we can see these disparities in 
median income: 


INCOME BY "VISIBLE MINORITY" CATEGORY IN CANADA 


VUL IVAI 
~~ ziocultural Income WEUIa m ur 
wIIGIAULCIISULCS Sidusucs vvitnout with income  in-..... 
(wu) mvivu £. income income 3 6 
Total visible 
minority 
population 
29 4,.91/7,19U 4UZ.ZZO 4,914,909) 22,901 229,922 
South 
Asian 39 1,ZU4,9UO SO,44U  1,1U0,400 . Z3,94U 934,042 
Chinese 1,119,UyU GU,699) 1U54,25U) ZI,ZUI | O4,9UI 
Black OYU, / 1U 3Y,UðU 031,03U  Z4,Z01  Ol,0Us9 
Filipino 491,/1U SY, 60U 421,850U  Z/,904 33,100 
Latin 
American 313,U05 Z0,U05 Z5[,UUU  ZZ,6071.  $U,024 
Arab 281,1UU 20,0/5 2594,43U  19,5/U 31,083 
Southeast 
Asian 3i 252005 15,095 Z33,3U5 Z3,U6/ ^ 3Z,40U 
West Asian 
32 168,1/5 16,120 152,060 1/,656  3U,365 
There are some 
Korean 133,25U 14,480 118,//0 16,408  2/,944 exceptions; the 
: : . : . Koreans in 
Japanese 69,865 4.380 65,480) 29,112 42,595 
Canada are 
Visible exceptionally poor, poorer than the average immigrant and the 
minority average “visible minority” . But we still see the same trend. 
nie. 33 82,625 6,500 76,120 25,234 33,834 We also find 
. similar mean and 
Multiple . A f A : i "3" 
dp median income disparities in South Africa and Brazil: 
visible 
minorities 
34 114,695 11,080 103,615 24,235 34,058 
Not a visible 


minority 3$; 22,342,335 938,790 21,403,540 31,286 42,196 
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a - 1. FTCTY R$ nadn 
aswar sas aVV VARIIMUIIVUMO. PVOpree tiv vd y. WoL, P XAR ivarm. 


- SERES "^ ee A. MR = 
wrasse wuuiuaps stauudaiu CITONS IN parciuiesas vov separa 


wwe 


ə) 


The numbers NEN 2 for South 
Africa are very extreme — "^ Mean Median niens compared 
to Brazil and the United States. 
My —-— 
Vv rue qror-nisparcj 4U,420 (i) 92,0U0 Vi) 1UU 
DIAGK £9,011 (109) £U,I2€ (oU) OI.» 
mispanit (HUN DIaCKJ £9,09UO (142) 12,049 (94) OU.2 
Asian 42,/50 (449) 94,909 (401) IU/.c 
JES ZW,JZ/ (44U) 25,109 (43e) — —— ISU 
^u / | FL  100| 30,257 t9) 20,740 (v) 00.2 
prazil 
vvnite (branco) 7 15,243 (57) Y,1ZU (18) IUU 
Airican brazilian /,4(U (22) 5,335 (19) 56.5 
black (preto) 8,128 (57) 5,5/9 (44) 04.5 
MiXed race (pardo) /,/08 (24) 5,265 (1) D/L 
Indigenous (/ndigena) 9,520 (407) 6,44U (168) /U.6 
Asian (amarelo) 18,264 (716) 9,/0U (350) 106.4 
Aa [| 10 “11,505 (30) — 6,8/0 (19) 19.3 
South Africa 
White 103,034 (2,979) 65,633 (1,747) 100 
African 10,503 (119) 4,685 (20) 7a 
Black 9,630 (112) 4,403 (32) 6.7 
Colored 18,340 (582) 8,382 (112) 12.8 
Indian/Asian 35,737 (1.477) 20,907 (1,104) 31.9 
Other 25,105 (4,678) 20,332 (2,773) 31.0 
Al — |  100| 19652 (353 5462 (322 83 
speculations Source: Own construction based on CPS, 2007; PNAD, 2007; IES, 2005/06 would bs 


emigration bias, where the poorer whites in South Africa are the ones more likely to 
flee after the rise of black rule. The numbers for Brazil are more normal. 


We can also look at skin colour and income throughout the whole of Latin America: 


Now it’ s important to note that skin colour is only a very crude measure of racial 
admixture, and it’ s not specific. For example, in Brazil, we know that people with 
African ancestry as a visible majority of their ancestry earn less than any other major 
racial group in Brazil. However, if you just go by skin colour, the absolute darkest 
people earn slightly above average. Not as much as whites, but above the mid-point. 
There' s all sorts of reasons this could be: immigrants, either African businessmen or 


unmixed people from India, or it could Just be an error in the sample for Brazil. 
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But the “broad arc of the data” points to the same racial inequalities in the United 
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across time, well, you’ re either going to have to extend the “racism” and “white 
privilege" narrative to Honduras, Argentina, Chile, Colombia, etc. etc., or you can, for 
the time being, go with a much simpler explanation that it’ s just genes. 


Or at least, genes as the foundation which differences in circumstance act upon. 


What all of this points to 1s that bringing in third world populations into a first world 
countries is going to have a net negative impact on your budget. And it’ s all 
intergenerational, a function of IQ differences that regress to the mean. As described 
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in my article on fiscal impact by group, For the United States, it’ s about $10,000 net 
negative for each black person, for “Hispanics” it’ s about $7,300 net negative. 


Other countries may lose even more per black, or per Arab, or per Latino, than the 
United States does. Or they may lose less. But no country ever got rich by bringing 
in second and third world populations. 


So we can see that third world populations, everywhere it is measured, are a net 
financial drain on first world countries, and even within “second world” countries like 
South Africa, Brazil and most of Latin America, they are the poorer populations, and 
are probably a slight fiscal drain even in those countries. 


ECONOMIES AROUND THE WORLD 


'The economic differences within first world countries are like a mirror unto the rest 
of the world: 

This uses Purchasing Power Parity (PPP), which takes into account the fact that things 
are cheaper or more expensive in different countries, using the United States as the 
baseline. For example, nominally, Russia’ s per capita GDP is around $14,000, but with 
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that amount of money, you can purchase about $27,000 worth of stuff if you buy it in 
Russia. 

Now anyone can be cute and compare South Africa to Ukraine and with that say 

there' s no racial trend. Sure, exceptions. South Africa, Namibia and Botswana are 
wealthier than the rest of Africa thanks to British influence, much as Hong Kong and 
Singapore and wealthier than China and Vietnam. Oil can also produce outliers - 
Norway being significantly wealthier than Sweden, for example, or the Arab gulf states 
being so wealthy. 


An analogy would be like soil quality and farming. Sure, there are other factors that 
influence the yield of an area. Competent farmers can produce more with all sorts 
of techniques. 


But imagine if you tried to explain all differences in farm yield around the world 
without any reference to the quality of the soil. 


Now to some degree you would have some success, because good land would have 
more invested into it; better fertilizer, machinery, irrigation, whereas the deserts 
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would have nothing invested in them. And so soil quality correlates with how much is 
invested in it. 


You may even be able to, on occasion, correct someone who thinks that farm yield 
differences between Germany and Romania are due to soil quality, when actually 
German farms just have better techniques. 


And so you could, to a point, explain differences in yield by referencing nothing more 
than the farming techniques, or lack thereof, on land. And then come to the conclusion 
that the Gobi Desert could be a breadbasket if farmers just added fertilizers, tractors 
and irrigation. And you could show a robust 0.6 correlation between some index of 
farm infrastructure and crop yield to make this compelling case. 


But then be shocked at how it never works, that all the attempts to turn these deserts 
into good farmland fail. Because they' re deserts. 


But the reality goes beyond that soil analogy. In the United States, whites earn about 
$50,000 per person, blacks about $35,000. But see, that’ s in a country where whites 
have managed to remain in control of most of the government. When blacks are in 
charge, they never reach the living standards that blacks in white countries reach. 


Of course whites in the US are wealthier than whites just about anywhere else. So 
let' s instead look at Russia, one of the poorest white countries. The per capita GDP 
(PPP) of sub-Saharan Africa is around $3,700, while the per capita GDP (PPP) of 
Russia is around $27,000 Git’ s around $14,000 nominally, but PPP takes into account 
the lower prices of things in Russia). 


'This is why the data on VOTING is important. Because when Arabs or Pakistanis, or 
Amerindians, or Central Asians, or especially Africans, are in a European country, they 
are just a little bit poorer than the whites. 


From an immigration standpoint, this will hurt your budget, forcing you to cut back on 
benefits in order to balance the budget, because welfare policies that worked with an 
all-white population don’ t work when you have brown and black people. 


But when they have their own countries, the traits that made them only slightly poorer 
within Europe become recursive, with their third world traits influencing government, 
which limits their productivity even more. 


East Asians will be a very productive addition to a European economy until they 
start making the rules. They are wealthier than Europeans within Europe, and yet, 
when left to their own devices, create poorer countries than Europe. 


At that point they will start running companies and government like in Japan or China 
or Korea, which is to say very consensus oriented, very hierarchical with no 
questioning of the higher ranks, and opposition to change, since change - agents are 
always a numerical minority; and since East Asians are predisposed to consensus— 
driven everything, change is difficult. Now, East Asians are able to still compete 
globally with a kind of “brute-force” of intellect and diligence, but they should 
definitely NOT, as a group, be making the rules. If all humanity were East Asians, 
there would have never been an industrial revolution because the ideas that led to it 
would never get out of committee. 
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Something that almost nobody knows is that Japan used to be wealthier than France 
and Britain on a per— person basis, but have since stagnated and started to fall behind 
the wealthier European countries. This is important because it defuses the myth that 
Japan being poorer than western Europe is because Japan is “still catching up” , 
because they had at one point not only caught up, but passed Western Europe, and 
have since fallen behind slightly. 


PARSIMONY 

Obviously we would want more evidence in the future on this, but as it stands, the 
most parsimonious (Definition #2 here) explanation for all of this is aggregate genetic 
differences between the races. 


This is not to deny the effects of previous events that influence government, or 
popular memes in areas that could cause certain people to be in favour or opposed to 
free speech, but the easiest explanations of what we see in the world is a foundation of 
genetics with everything else overlaid. 


This is like saying the easiest explanation for variance in farm yields is soil quality as 
the basis for everything, with farming techniques an influencer of that base. 


Now farming techniques are important. Good soil, if not farmed all, can produce 
literally zero edible crops, and creating a greenhouse in a desert can produce some 
crops with a very high investment. 


And Ukraine is poorer than Botswana. Ukraine shouldn' t be poorer than Botswana, as 
Ukraine is full of white people, and should be about as wealthy as Poland. But there are 
some things going on in Ukraine causing it to be poorer than the surrounding white 
countries, and even a few black countries such as Botswana, Jamaica, Namibia and 
South Africa. 


This can be explained as, despite having “better” genetics than those countries, the 
circumstances of Ukraine being so bad that they' re still poorer than the wealthiest 
black countries. 


Of course you COULD explain what we see with zero reference to genetic differences. 
You could say that all is environmental and circumstantial. But these arguments 
become increasingly complicated and convoluted. 


There' s no need to demand some mountain of evidence for genetic differences 
between groups explaining some “substantial” part of the race differences both 
within first world countries and between first- world countries and the rest. It would 
be nice to have that, and certainly we should never stop looking for it. 


But right now, at this moment, the genetic position should be your operational position, 
the one that will inform all policy. These differences are acting as if they are genetic, 
so even if they are purely environmental, they show no signs of changing; we haven' t 
figured out the methods to turn Africans into Europeans - and there isn' tany kind of 
political influence or program to implement them even they existed. 


When a company releases a shampoo product, they are required to show that it works 
and that it’ s safe. But bizarrely, nobody demands this for the great multiracial 
experiment - the deviation from monoracial nationalism that was the global norm up 
until around 1965. Nobody demands proof that integration can ever happen, or what 
even constitutes integration. 
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WRAPPING IT UP 


Racial data for the United States tends to be satisfactory. Data for other countries is 
not so good. However, whenever we have any kind of data, is enforces a first world / 
third world dichotomy that holds like this: 


First world: non- conformity and limited respect for authorities, pro—free speech, 

non- criminal, responsible voting which ties into not being focused on / inventing 
grievances, high IQ and good employment. 

Third world: big conformity and reverence for authorities, anti— free speech, criminal, 
voting on the basis of the gibs and grievance, low IQ and bad employment. 

This is of course an archetype. Everyone knows, or at least claims they know, of some 
really upstanding negro and some really awful whigger - various individuals that 
completely invert these tendencies. But what distinguishes Europeans, as a group, from 
everyone else, are these things. 

Most groups don’ t fully fall into one end or another in this dichotomy. Africans are the 
only ones who we can neatly describe as “third world” with no significant 
reservations. The rest just trend that way. 


For example, Latin Americans in their own country claim to support free speech, and 
have slightly freer speech in practice than the rest of the world - though not as free 
as Europe. However, once inside the United States, they are decisive opponents of 
free speech. 


Most "brown Caucasians' fall in between Europeans and Africans on all the important 
traits. The exception being certain groups from India. More study needs to be done to 
figure out which groups in India have first world tendencies and which ones don' t. 


East Asians have first world IQ, non-criminality and employment, and are consistently 
higher than even the Europeans on these metrics. But they are slightly worse on 
grievance, bad on free speech, and have completely third worldists voting wherever it 
is documented. This would explain why East Asian countries, when left to their own 
devices, are not very free and not very rich, despite their high IQ and high diligence 
populations. And why the wealthier East Asian countries - Hong Kong, Korea, Taiwan 
and Japan - also happen to be the ones with the most European influence on their 
governments. 

These exceptions are actually evidence of a kind of east Asian pathology, as the least 
pathological countries are the ones with the most European influence. Countries less 
influenced by Europe - China and Vietnam (leaving North Korea out as a special case 
for now) are less free and less wealthy. 


So when you bring in immigrants in groups other than Europeans or high-caste 

Indians, you’ re bringing in more conformity to authority and the group-think and lack 

of political flexibility that inevitably results. You' re bringing in opposition to 
"offensive speech” . 


When you bring in immigrants in groups other than Europeans, high- Caste Indians or 
East Asians, you’ re bringing in more crime and the kind of personalities and random 
street confrontations that comes from a population with more criminal tendencies - 
these same people who want to shut you up if you say anything unflattering about 
them. 


You' re bringing in bloc voting on the basis of endless and never- satisfied grievances 
and the gibs. The result being that things like tax reform and cutting back regulations 
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never gets dealt with, and the “lobbyists” or “deep state” or “career 
bureaucrats' or whatever you want to call them just pile on the regulations. Because 
nobody is voting on that basis; there’ s no constituency for “cutting regulations" 
because all anyone is voting for is their free stuff. When was the last time you’ ve 
heard a democrat, let alone a black democrat, make “cutting regulation” a big part of 
his platform? 


And to top it all off, you' re bringing in low IQs and low employment and low wages, 
which results in bigger financial problems. Cities with a lot of blacks, like countries 
with a lot of blacks, face constant and chronic financial problems. Cities with a lot of 
Latin Americans, like their countries, are better than Africa, but still an enormous 
downgrade from Europe; inner city LA has more crime, more poverty, more 
regulations and taxes than white rural Nebraska; and the people there are less 
intellectual and are more likely to lash out at you if you start deconstructing their 
shibboleths. 


If you want nuance, give-and-take and intellectual engagement, go to rural North 
Dakota. If you want pig- brained indoctrination, chanting and bloc- politics, go to San 
Francisco and Stanford. Or Mexico City or Kinshasa or Cairo. 


East Asians tend to do very well so long as it is Europeans making the rules. The more 
East Asians “become who they are” , deviating from the western values embedded in 
their governments, and instead of investing in profitable industries but focus on 
propping up moribund community —corporations, the longer Japan will continue to 
stagnate with their consensus politics and consensus economy. 


Regarding Slavs, I have more work to do. Why are their countries crappy? Their IQs 
aren t especially low, and the Czechs, Poles and Russians are basically on par with 
Western Europe. It’ s possible that they are like East Asians, in that they do relatively 
okay so long as it’ s Western Europeans making the rules, but once in charge of their 
own countries, certain Slavic pathologies become recursive. Or perhaps the Western 
vs. Eastern European differences are all totally environmental - but I am of course 
heavily biased against that possibility. 


I may be a big-tent white nationalist and so the idea of Slavic equality appeals to that 
pan-European sentiment, the fact is that the Slavic peoples have been behind the west 
for a long time, and just saying “communism” begs the question of why communism 
appealed to them, and answering that with "because Russia was poorer than the 

west' just begs the question as to why Russia was poorer than the west, even if we 
assume that Russia being poorer is a satisfactory answer for why communism appealed 
to them more. 


Now I see what I m doing, I m “blaming” third world populations for a good chunk 
of the misfortunes of traditionally European racial states. But it’ s not scapegoating if 
it s true. The data is overwhelming. 


One obvious counter to all of this, assuming all that I say is true, is to advocate for an 
individualistic immigration policy. To argue not on racial grounds, but on trait grounds. 
This article is already massive, and I’ ll deal with that in a later article in this series. 
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CLOSING COMMENTS AND WRITING CREDITS 


Articles written by Ryan Faulk. 
Original work can be found at thealternativehypothesis.org 
Other work can be found at youtube.com/user/fringeelements 


Co-authoring credit given to Sean Last by writing the following articles: 
On Non-— white Republicans. 
Deconstructing the White Vote. 
Diversity & Social Cohesion: A Critique. 
The Myth of European Assimilation. 


Sean Lasts work can be found at youtube.com/user/spawktalk 


CLOSING COMMENT FROM ROB 


General intelligence is inherited and not equally distributed among human races. IQ 
tests are designed to measure the general innate and immutable mental capability that 
involves abstract and cognitive thinking, spatial—relations skills, and logical reasoning. 
'They are designed to measure the ability to: 


* Solve novel problems 

* Retain knowledge and apply skills 

* Comprehend complex ideas 

* Plan and learn quickly and from experience 


IQ tests are not designed to measure how much a person has learned, but rather 
whether a person is capable of learning. 


Intelligence, so defined, can be measured, and intelligence tests measure it well. They 
are among the most accurate (in technical terms, reliable and valid) of all psychological 
tests and assessments. 


It was discovered that people who did well on one mental test did well on others, 
regardless of their content. It was reasoned that different tests must draw on the same 
global capacity, and dubbed that capacity g, for general intelligence. 


There is a mean difference in Black and White scores on mental tests, historically 
about one standard deviation in magnitude on IQ tests (IQ tests are normed so that the 
mean is 100 points and the standard deviation is 15). This difference is not the result 
of test bias, but reflects differences in cognitive functioning. The predictive validity of 
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IQ scores for educational and socioeconomic outcomes is about the same for Blacks 
and Whites. 


Individual differences in general cognitive ability are reliably measured by IQ tests. IQ 
is strongly related, probably more than any other single measurable trait, to many 
important educational, occupational, economic and social variables. IQ is also correlated 
with a number of variables of the brain, including its size, electrical potentials, and rate 
of glucose metabolism during cognitive activity. Individual differences in adult IQ are 
largely genetic, with heritability of about 70 percent. So far, attempts to raise IQ by 
educational or psychological means have failed to show appreciable lasting effects on 
cognitive ability and scholastic achievement. The IQ distribution between Blacks and 
Whites is represented by two largely overlapping bell curves with their means 
separated by about 15 points, a difference not due to test bias. IQ has the same 
meaning and practical predictive validity for both groups. Tests do not create 
differences; they merely reflect them. 


The average score is set at 100, and everyone is rated accordingly. Expressed this 
way, IQs for a whole population can be arrayed on a single graph. Roughly two-thirds 
of all Americans fall between 85 and 115, in the fat midsection of the bell-shaped 
curve, and 95 percent score between 70 and 130. 


By computing a value known as the correlation coefficient, a scientist can measure the 
degree of association between any two phenomena that are plausibly linked. The 
correlation between unrelated variables is 0, while phenomena that vary in perfect lock 
step have a correlation of 1. A correlation of .4 would tell you that 40 percent of the 
variation in one thing is matched by variation in another, while 60 percent of it is not. 


Current estimates for heritability of IQ ranges up to 0.8 (where 1.0 indicates that 
monozygotic twins have no variance in IQ and O indicates that their IQs are completely 
uncorrelated). See the Minnesota Twin Family Study, conducted from 1979 to 1999, 
which followed identical and fraternal twins who were separated at an early age for 
some fascinating revelations about the powerful influence of genes. 


Studies find no IQ correlation among grown adoptive siblings. But the typical 
correlations are roughly .35 for half siblings (who share a quarter of their genes), .47 
for full siblings (who share half of their genes) and .86 for identical twins (who share 
all their genes). 


Millions of IQ tests and psychometric experiments conducted world— wide over 100 
years have been normed for every conceivable variable and bias, yet demonstrate an 
intractable intelligence divide between Blacks and the other races. Blacks score lowest 
on every intelligence test ever devised, including "life". There has never been an IQ 
test administered anywhere in the world where the racial rankings didn't follow the 
same pattern; Asians, Whites, non- White Hispanics, and then finally Blacks. 


Compared to Blacks, Whites' brains: 
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* are 796 larger (1438cc versus 1343cc) 

* are 100 grams heavier 

* have deeper fissuration in the frontal and occipital regions 

* have more complex convolutions and larger frontal lobes 

* have more pyramidal neurons 

e have 16% thicker supra—grandular layer 

* react faster on mental chronometry tests 

* have 600 million more neurons (each carries about 600 billion synapses, which 


each carry one bit of cortical information) 
Genes contribute to about 90% of the individual variation of brain size. 


Blacks are the only racial group with no DNA from the large-brained Neanderthals, 
and also the only race without the derived form of MCPHI microcephalin called 
haplogroup D which produces increased brain volume. 


Racial activist groups have tried to create their own tests to demonstrate intellectual 
parity of the races and also attack the integrity of the existing tests and have hired 
anti—bias experts, but the rankings are always the same; African Blacks average a 70 
IQ (only 2% of Whites score this low), but American Blacks average 85 due to mixing 
with Whites (2896 on average), non- White Hispanics 87, Whites 100, Asians 106 and 
Ashkenazi Jews 115. Interestingly, mixed-race students in South Africa have an IQ of 
85 —— the same as Blacks in the United States, Britain, and the Caribbean. This is a 
standard deviation above pure Blacks, but also a standard deviation below Whites. 


Blacks have by far the lowest IQs of any race; 80% score at or below the "low 
functioning" category. In fact, only the top 16% of Blacks score as high as the top 50% 
of Whites. Blacks are socially functional at 70 IQ because that is only one standard 
deviation below their mean; that equates to a White at 85 IQ. 


Even using tests created by Black psychologists and non-verbal tests designed to be 
culture—free and unbiased, no amount of testing or wishful thinking shows any 
improvement in Black IQ. Tests that only require the subject to push buttons in 
response to flashing lights or memorizing sequences of coloured squares projected on 
a screen Blacks perform worse than Whites, and the gap increases as the patterns 
become more complicated. The test involves rows of coloured squares where one from 
each row has to be matched with another. More complex images which have distinctive 
features linked by that feature to other images in an increasing number of rows. 


Another test is a list of numbers read aloud and the subject has to repeat them back in 
forward and reverse order. The subject is given a relevant fact that has to be 
considered when making otherwise simple manipulations of numbers and identify 
designated figures or characters in a given amount of time. The "backward digit span" 
test is not reinforced by any socialization and is not a taught skill for either race; 
Whites score better at recalling digits presented in order, but recalling the digits in 
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reverse order requires mental transformation and is a good predictor of IQ. The race 
gap for the backward digit span is twice as great as for the forward test. 


Some tests are completely non-verbal, such as Raven’ s Progressive Matrices, Leiter 
Scale and Kohs Block Design to test pattern recognition, spatial thinking, and reasoning 
and contain no culturally ^specific information. 


Genetics limits an individuals' upper limit to IQ, and environment determines how much 
of that innate genetic potential will be reached. No amount of nurturing can make one 
exceed innate genetic potential. 


The IQ race gap doesn't begin to correlate firmly with adult IQ until about age five, but 
studies reveal a one standard deviation race gap present by age three. 


In the United States, self-identified Blacks and Whites have been the subjects of the 
greatest number of studies. The tests show a Black- White IQ difference of about 15 to 
18 points (or about one standard deviation) which implies that between 11 and 16 
percent of the black population have an IQ above 100 (the general population median). 
Consistent results were found for college and university application tests such as the 
Scholastic Aptitude Test and Graduate Record Examination as well as for tests of job 
applicants in the corporate sector and in the military. 


The least intelligent ten percent of Whites have IQs below 81; forty percent of Blacks 
have IQs that low. Only one Black in six is more intelligent than the average White; five 
Whites out of six are more intelligent than the average Black. These differences show 
in every test of general cognitive ability that anyone, of any race or nationality, has yet 
been able to devise. And they are reflected in countless everyday situations, "Life is 
an IQ test." 


Further, only one—-in-3.5 million (.00003%) African Blacks have an IQ of 140 or 
higher (genius level). But one-in—83 (1.2%) U.S. Whites is a genius. Therefore the 
per capita genius rate for U.S.—resident Whites is 41,000 times higher than it is for 
African Blacks. 


The IQ distribution for US-resident Blacks having an average IQ of 85 and a standard 
deviation of 12.4 doesn't mean that there are no Blacks at all with IQs above 140; it 
means that only one Black in about 218,000 will have an IQ above 140. Meanwhile 
one—in—-83 Whites have an IQ above 140. So given equal sized populations there will 
be about 2,600 times more White geniuses than Black geniuses. Since there are about 
5.5 times more Whites than Blacks in the United States, White geniuses will outnumber 
Black geniuses by a ratio of about one—to—- 14,300. Therefore, if all the White people in 
the USA were replaced by Blacks having the IQ distribution of US-resident Blacks the 
number of geniuses in the country would fall from about 2.4 million to only about 

1,000. 


For every gifted Black there are 8 gifted Whites, 8096 of gifted Blacks are mixed race. 
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Incidentally, though the average IQ of East Asians is 6 points higher than the average 
non-Jewish White, the percentage distribution of East Asians with IQs above 140 is 
slightly lower. The reason for this is that the range of cognitive variation among 
Whites is greater than among East Asians. Specifically, Asians' IQs are more clustered 
around the mean; therefore, Whites produce more geniuses, but also more morons. 


Psychometricians regard IQ tests as having high statistical reliability. A high reliability 
implies that although test-takers may have varying scores when taking the same test 
on differing occasions, and they may have varying scores when taking different IQ 
tests at the same age, the scores generally agree with one another and across time. 


Standardized intelligence testing has been called one of psychology's greatest 
successes and is the field's most widely -used invention. Since standardized tests were 
first used to identify learning—impaired children in the early 1900s they have become 
one of the primary tools for identifying children with learning disabilities, they assist 
the military place new recruits, job screening and for evaluating professional athletes. 


Some occupations seek candidates within specific IQ ranges. There was a recent case 
where a police officer candidate was rejected after he scored too high on an 
intelligence test. 


The NFL famously uses the Wonderlic test in their scouting combines and the racial 
disparity is evident. Out of a perfect score of 50; offensive tackles=26, centres=25, 
quarterback=24; versus safeties- 19, cornerbacks=18 and receivers=17. 


Black- White IQ Distribution (Google: racial IQ bell curve): 


Blacks: 
596 above 110 IQ 
1696 above 100 IQ 
4096 above 90 IQ 
70% above 80 IQ 
30% below 80 IQ 
1896 below 75 IQ 
1096 below 70 IQ 


Whites: 
1096 above 120 IQ 
1896 above 115 IQ 
27% above 110 IQ 
40% above 105 IQ 
50% above 100 IQ 
6096 below 105 IQ 
35% below 95 IQ 
1596 below 85 IQ 
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So, the top 16% of Black intellectual elites are only as intelligent as the top 50% of 
Whites. 


As the New York Times put it, "...the difference in I.Q. points between the groups is 
quite significant. It means that the top sixth of Blacks score only as well on I.Q. tests 
as do the top half of Whites." 


IQ scores are used as predictors of educational achievement, special needs, job 
performance and income. They are also used to study IQ distributions in populations 
and the correlations between IQ and other variables. The same is true for other 
cognitive tests such as No Child Left Behind mandated state tests and NAEP tests. All 
of these cognitive tests show the same racial patterns in test score distribution with 
Ashkenazi Jews, East Asians (Chinese, Japanese, and Koreans), and Whites showing 
higher scores than Pacific Islanders, Native Americans, Hispanics, and Blacks showing 
lower scores. 


The scores on the SAT (especially the SAT-—math) and the ACT are for all practical 
purposes interchangeable with IQ test scores. In 2005, 153,132 Black Americans took 
the SAT test. They made up 10.4 percent of all SAT test takers. But only 1,132 Black 
college -bound students scored 700 or above on the math SAT and only 1,205 scored 
at least 700 on the verbal SAT. On the math SAT, only 0.7 percent of all Black test 
takers scored at least 700 compared to 6.3 percent of all White test takers. Thus, 
Whites were nine times as likely as Blacks to score 700 or above on the math SAT. 
Only 0.16 percent of all Black test takers scored 750 or above compared to 1.8 percent 
of White test takers. Thus, Whites were more than 11 times as likely as Blacks to 
score 750 or above on the math SAT. 


'This gap is so significant that colleges give a "race bonus" of 230 points to Blacks, 185 
to non- White Hispanics and penalize Asians by 50 points, all in an effort to help the 
low-IQ races gain admittance. 


Studies also show there are some significant differences in what is called the structure 
of mental abilities. For example, if you took a sample of Black and White children, all of 
whom had scored around 100 on the WISC-R (the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for 
Children) meaning the Black kids in the sample were well above the Black average —— 
you would find significant Black- White differences on six of the thirteen subtests. The 
average Black child would do better on arithmetic and digit span; where the average 
White child would do better on comprehension, block design, object assembly, and 
mazes. 


A person's level of moral reasoning is correlated with intelligence. Studies sequencing 
the stages of moral development support what we all know; you have to be cognitively 
mature to reason morally. IQ tests correlate with moral maturity. 


There is also a strong correlation between IQ and success. Economists have started 
taking an interest in the value of human capital, particularly the factor that 
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psychologists call cognitive ability. In other words, it’ s the ability of a person to solve 
a problem most efficiently. Not with violence, but by thinking. It is worth noting here 
that Blacks possess 9.4 times more of the dysfunctional MAOA gene ("warrior gene") 
and have mean testosterone levels 19% higher than in Whites, both strongly correlated 
with impulsive, aggressive and violent behaviour. 


Researchers collected information on 90 countries, including far—off lands from the 
U.S. to New Zealand and Colombia to Kazakhstan. They also collected data on the 
country' s excellence in science and technology, including the number of patents 
granted per person and how many Nobel science laureates the country’ s people had 
won in science (there has never been a Black Nobel science laureate). 


They found that intelligence made a difference in gross domestic product. For example, 
some of the highest National IQs: 


* 108 Singapore 

e 106 South Korea 
e 105 Japan 

e 105 China 

e 102 Italy 

e 101 Iceland 

e 101 Mongolia 

* 101 Switzerland 
e 100 Austria 

e 100 Luxembourg 
e 100 Netherlands 
e 100 Norway 

e 100 United Kingdom 


And the lowest: 


* 69 Malawi 

* 69 Niger 

e 68 Chad 

e 68 Somalia 

* 68 Swaziland 

* 67 Guinea 

e 67 Haiti 

* 67 Liberia 

* 66 Gambia 

* 64 Cameroon 

* 64 Gabon 

* 64 Sierra Leone 
* 64 Mozambique 
s; og Equatorial Guinea 
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Blacks are archaic proto- humans, a different species from Whites and Asians; 


Blacks are the only racial group with no DNA from the large—brained Neanderthals 
who lived in Europe. The trans-Saharan African migrants mated with the Neanderthals 
and Denisovans to create a composite hybrid that is modern man. Therefore, we do not 
share a common ancestor. 


The farther north the populations migrated out of Africa, the more they encountered 
the cognitively demanding problems of gathering and storing food, gaining shelter, 
making clothes, and raising children during prolonged winters. Consequently, as the 
original African populations evolved into present-day Whites and Asians, they did so 
by hybridizing with Neanderthals which created larger brains and greater intelligence, 
but also slower rates of maturation, lower levels of sex hormones, and concomitant 
reductions in sexual potency and aggressiveness, and increases in family stability and 
social conformity. 


Neanderthals are a different species than Whites, and yet produced fertile offspring 
(as do many interspecies hybrids). In fact all modern humans (Whites and Asians) are 
products of that hybridization. 


Blacks have a genetic distance closer to archaic human than to modern human. That 
genetic distance is farther apart than it is for many species. 


Genetic distance is a measure of the genetic divergence between species or between 
populations within a species. Populations with many similar genes have small genetic 
distances. This indicates that they are closely related and have a recent common 
ancestor. 


The genetic distance between H. Sapiens and H. Erectus is only 0.17, while the genetic 
distance between Blacks and Eurasians is 0.23. Therefore Blacks are more genetically 
proximate to archaic humans than to modern man (Whites and Asians). 


For comparison, the genetic distance between Blacks and modern man is greater than 
the genetic distance between the common chimpanzee and the bonobo (0.108, or half 
the Black- White distance) and between the Gorilla gorilla and the Gorilla beringei 
(0.04, or 1/6 the Black-White distance). Thus, Whites and Blacks are more genetically 
distant than two different chimpanzee species, two different gorilla species, Eurasians 
and Neanderthals, and Eurasians and H. Erectus. 


'To be taxonomically consistent Blacks and Whites should be classified into separate 
species, or at the very least into different subspecies. 


When humans evolved from Blacks they hybridized with the large—brained 
Neanderthals 40,000 years ago in southern Europe. 37,000 years ago the gene that 
creates an increase in cranium capacity and a heavier, denser, and more developed 
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brain appeared in humans, called MCPHI microcephalin. Blacks are the only race 
without MCPH1 microcephalin. 


The microcephalin and ASPM genes (which appeared about 8,500 years ago) are 
known to be involved in determining brain size and so far have no other known 
function. 


Non- Black humans average 4% Neanderthal DNA. This is significant because there is 
only 1.5% difference between human and chimpanzee DNA. It is equivalent to having 


one Neanderthal great—great—great—grandparent. Blacks are the only race with no 
Neanderthal genes. Blacks also coexisted and interbred with archaic sapiens (H. 
heidelbergensis) for longer than those who left Africa. At least 30% of the Neanderthal 
genome made its way into non—Black humans. 


Blacks are Humans 1.0; modern man evolved from Blacks and are Humans 2.0, the 
improved version. They were formed by hybridization with the large—brained 
Neanderthals which created larger, denser, more complex brains: 


* Blacks = 2% Archaic admixture 
* Whites = 4% Neanderthal admixture 
* Asians = 5% Neanderthal + Denisovan 


Pure H. Sapiens are Blacks; modern man (Whites and Asians) is hybridized with 
Neanderthal and is the improved version. 


Blacks belong in the Stone Age, where they were found just 400 years ago. 


Sub-Saharan Blacks did not receive Neanderthal or Denisovan gene introgression, 
which is why Blacks are the most genetically distant of all the human races. 


However, Blacks received significant gene introgression from other early (and 
unknown) hominid species, which the other races do not have because they left sub— 
Sahara before the introgression occurred. These early hominids remain "unknown" due 
to the simple fact that their DNA has not been retrieved nor sequenced, Only 
Neandertal and Denisovan DNA have been, thus far. 


Forensic scientists can determine race by cranium shape; Blacks have a small frontal 
lobe and sloping frontal plane and a smaller cranium—to—mandible ratio. Whites have 
the largest craniums, an almost vertical frontal slope and a massive frontal lobe. The 
Asian is very similar and also more evolved. It is the frontal lobe that separates our 

behaviour most from the animals and is responsible for language and rational thought. 


Blacks show primitive traits associated with lower primates, such as prognathism, 
which is the slope of the face from the forehead to the jaws. A protruding jaw is 
associated with a sloping forehead which indicates a smaller prefrontal cortex, the area 
of the brain that handles planning, inhibition and self-control. 
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Blacks have more robust cranial bones, simpler cranial sutures, a higher rate of 
unclosed sutures, a lower cephalic index, a higher rate of saggital keel, more post— 
orbital constriction, a more sloped forehead, more rectangular eye sockets, a wider 
nasal index, less nasal prominence, a higher rate of joined nasal bones, a higher rate of 
sub-nasal prognathism, a lower facial angle, the presence of the "Simian shelf", a more 
rectangular palate, larger and wider- apart teeth, fur instead of hair, less spinal 
curvature, shorter spinal length, a lower sacral index, and longer arms and legs. 


At birth Africans have fewer cranial bones than Eurasians. The skull and other bones 
in Blacks are thicker and denser, even in the foetus, making them more difficult to 
break. The Black skull is smaller, with less space in the forehead, but proportionately 
more at the back. 


Blacks are the only racial group with no DNA from the large-brained Neanderthals, 
and also the only race without MCPH1 microcephalin which produces increased brain 
volume and density. This is why their brains are smaller, and less complex. 


Eurasian women have a wider pelvic inlet, and shallower anteroposterior outlet than 
Black women due to the difference in brain size. 


Larger brains contain more neurons and synapses and process information faster. By 
adulthood, East Asians average 1 cubic inch more cranial capacity than Whites who 
average 5 cubic inches more than Blacks. 


The average White brain is 1438cc while the average Black brain is 1343cc, or 9396 of 
the average White brain. The heritability of brain size 1s extremely strong at 0.90 and 
not one study to date has shown larger brain size for Blacks. The White and Asians 
brain also has a higher degree of fissuring (higher complexity) in the cerebral cortex 
of their brains, where abstract and conceptual thought is performed. 


Based on studies of brain weight at autopsy, endocranial volume of empty skulls, head 
size measurements by the U.S. military and NASA, and two dozen MRI volumetric 
studies Blacks' brain size is 796 smaller than Whites', and 896 smaller than Asians'. 
There is a correlation of brain size with IQ of about 0.40 and that these racial 
differences in brain size are present at birth. Genes contribute to about 90% of the 
individual variation of brain size. 


In addition to brain size are differences in brain shape, fissuration, number of pyramidal 
neurons and supra-grandular layer thickness. The depth of fissuration is related to 
superior intelligence and the brains of Whites have deeper fissures in the frontal and 
occipital regions. The supra—grandular layer of Blacks' brains is 16% smaller than it is 
for Whites' brains. 


The average human brain contains 86 billion neurons. Whites, on average, have 600 
million more neurons than Blacks. Each neuron carries about 600 billion synapses, 


each of which carries, as a minimum, one bit of cortical information. 
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Further, this reflects what we observe in real life (including the large and persistent 
so-called "Achievement Gap"). People have made long-term observations of the 
different races and reached rational conclusions; the more White a society is the more 
prosperous, inventive and safe it is. 19 of the 20 poorest countries are sub-Saharan 
African (Haiti). In sub-Saharan Africa the only countries that could be considered 
successful were White—governed, (Rhodesia and S. Africa). To this day they still can't 
even feed themselves even though they lived alone in Africa, a vast continent with 
temperate climates and abundant resources, for 60,000 years. So they cannot blame 
racism, poverty, imperialism or anything else for their failures. 


No pre-contact sub-Saharan African society ever created a written language, or 
weaved cloth, or forged steel, invented the wheel or plow, or devised a calendar, or 
code of laws, or any social organization, or formal religion, or system of measurement, 
or math, or built a multi-story structure or bridge or sewer, or infrastructure of any 
kind, and they never harnessed a river, or even drilled well or irrigated, or built a road 
or railway or sea— worthy vessel, they never domesticated animals, or exploited 
underground natural resources, or produced anything that could be considered a 
mechanical device. 


IQ distribution by race/ethnicity: 


e Ashkenazi Jews = 115 

* East Asians = 106 

* Whites = 100 

* South East Asians = 87 

* Non- White Hispanics = 86 

* American Blacks = 85 (average 24% White admixture) 

* Middle East and North Africans = 84 

* Sub-Saharan Blacks = 67 (Only 2% of Whites score this low) 
* Australian Aborigines = 62 


Sub-Saharan Africans never even created a written language. It was the White 
colonialists who gave the gift of literacy to them. 


No pre-contact sub-Saharan African society ever created a written language, or 
weaved cloth, or forged steel, invented the wheel or plow, or devised a calendar, or 
code of laws, or any social organization, or formal religion, or system of measurement, 
or math, or built a multi-story structure or bridge or sewer, or infrastructure of any 
kind, and they never harnessed a river, or even drilled well or irrigated, or built a road 
or railway or sea— worthy vessel, they never domesticated animals, or exploited 
underground natural resources, or produced anything that could be considered a 
mechanical device. 


Blacks are the oldest race, so they should be the most advanced race; but they never 
developed at all and had to be domesticated by Whites. 
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Civilization didn't occur until early humans hybridized with Neanderthals. Only after the 
hybridization were advanced societies created. Blacks, who never hybridized with 
Neanderthals, never created a civilization and were still living in the Stone Age when 
Whites discovered them just 400 years ago. 


Hybridizing with the large—brained Neanderthals produced a modern human (Whites 
and Asians) with an increase in cranium capacity and a heavier, more developed brain. 
Blacks are also the only race without the derived form of MCPHI microcephalin called 
haplogroup D which produces increased brain volume and density. 


Blacks lived alone in sub-Saharan Africa, a vast continent with temperate climates and 
abundant resources for 60,000 years; so they cannot blame racism, poverty, 
imperialism or anything else for their failures. 


How could they live with all that shoreline and never think about putting a sail on a ship 
like every other culture did? Columbus sailed across the ocean 500 years ago ——— 
Blacks STILL are incapable of such a feat. 


19 of the 20 poorest countries are sub-Saharan African (Haiti). There has never been 
a successful Black country. No modern creations or civilization exists in sub-Saharan 
Africa that was not brought there by Whites. There are no White Third- World nations, 
but all Black ones are. 


Blacks are the only race incapable of caring for themselves. Whites still have to 
provide food, medical, financial and engineering aid to Africans. They couldn't survive 
without White charity. Blacks became an out—of- control invasive species after Whites 
domesticated them. 


The 41 nations of sub-Saharan Africa produce no more wealth than the tiny country of 
Belgium, which has only 1/45 the population. Of all of the region’ s economic 
production, White—-run South Africa accounts for three—quarters. That Whites are only 
896 of South Africa's population, it demonstrates how productive and industrious 
Whites are that so relative few can carry the load for so many unproductive Blacks. 
But a constantly A constantly dwindling number of Whites are at the mercy of a 
predatory welfare class and it’ s possible they can’ t and won’ t carry the rest of the 
population. If things get worse for them, they will simply flee the country. 


Sub-Saharan Africans have never made a contribution to the world. Blacks can only 
achieve either because they are mixed with White genes or because they reside in 
White societies. Blacks are unable to achieve within their own race because not enough 
of them are smart enough to build a sufficient infrastructure. If allowed to become too 
numerous they destroy previously-thriving and safe White cities. 


'This is why Blacks seethe with jealousy and hatred of Whites yet can't seem to stay 
away because they want what we create and maintain, no matter if they deserve it or 
not. They want our peaceful and clean neighbourhoods, our law and order, our 
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technology and science, our school systems, our inventions, the jobs we create, the 
food we grow, the transportation we invent, the entertainment we provide..... Blacks 
hate us but can't live without us. That's why they demand that we take care of them 
and give them special rights and privileges that we don't grant ourselves, just to 
compensate for their inability at living in a modern and technologically -advanced 
civilization. 


Some groups succeed all the time, everywhere. Some have never succeeded 
anywhere. 


Blacks are the oldest race, so they should be the most advanced race; but they they 
never developed at all and had to be domesticated by Whites. 


Civilization didn't occur until early humans hybridized with Neanderthals. Only after the 
hybridization were advanced societies created. Blacks, who never hybridized with 
Neanderthals, never created a civilization and were still living in the Stone Age when 
Whites discovered them just 400 years ago. 


Hybridizing with the large—brained Neanderthals produced a modern human (Whites 
and Asians) with an increase in cranium capacity and a heavier, more developed brain. 
Blacks are also the only race without the derived form of MCPHI microcephalin called 
haplogroup D which produces increased brain volume and density. 


Blacks lived alone in sub-Saharan Africa, a vast continent with temperate climates and 
abundant resources for 60,000 years; so they cannot blame racism, poverty, 
imperialism or anything else for their failures. 
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